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FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 20, 1953 


SENATE PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Washington, D. C. 


The subcommittee met at 10:30 a. m., pursuant to Senate Resolu- 
tion 40, agreed to January 30, 1953, in room 357 of the Senate Office 
Building. Senator J eph R. Met rthy, cha rman, presid og, 

resent: Senator rag R. Met urthy, Republ an, Wisconsin; 

nator Karl E. Mu Re publican, South Dakota; Senator Everett 
M. Dirksen, Gocahiices Illinois: Senator John L. McClellan, Demo 
‘rat, Arkansas; Senator Henry M. Jackson, Democrat, Washington; 
and Senator Stuart Symington, Democrat, Missouri. 

Present also: Roy Cohn, chief counsel; Donald Surine, assistant 
coun el: Day id SS hi e, chit f consultar C$ al dl Rut th Young Watt. chief 
clerk 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to orde1 

Who will be the first witness, Mr. Counsel ? 

Mr. Coun. Virgil Fulling. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Fulling? Will you raise your right hand, 
please? In this matter now in hearing before the com mittee, do you 
solemnly swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and not] ung but the 
truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Futuna. I do. 

Mr. Conn. What is your full name, please ? 


TESTIMONY OF VIRGIL H. FULLING, CHIEF, LATIN-AMERICAN 
NEWS SERVICE, VOICE OF AMERICA 


Mr. Fuux1ne. Virgil H. Fulling. 

Mr. Coun, F-u-]-l-i-n-g? 

Mr. Fuuuine. F-u-l-l-i-n-g; yes, sir. 

Mr. Conn. Are you currently employed at the Voice of America, 
Mr. Fulling? 

Mr. Fuuuine. I an, sir. 

Mr. Coun. In what capacity? 

Mr. Futx1na. I am the Chief of the Latin-American News Service. 

Mr. Coun. For how long a period of time have you held that 
position ¢ 

Mr. Futirnea. I have held that position for approximately, I would 
say, 2 or 21% years. 

Mr. Coun. And how long have you been with the Voice of America? 

Mr. Fuurine. I have been with the Voice of America since, I be- 
lieve, 1947; 1946 or 1947. 
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Mr. Conn. All right. Now, during the period of time in which 
you ition held your present post with the Voice of America, would 
vou tell us what your duties have been, and what they are now ‘ 

Mr. Funtiina. My duties are to handle news which we receive from 
the various wire services, the various news services, from our Wash 
ineton col respondents, and other serv ice a. and to process that news— 
by “process” I mean writing it or having it written—for use on our 
radio broadeasts to Latin America. 

Mr. Coun. Now, in the course of your service as head of this divi- 
sion, the Latin-American News Service, have you encountered any 
attempts to water down anti-Communist references in news dis- 
patches ? 

Mr. Fuuuina. I have. 

Mr. Conn. Has that occurred on more than one occasion ? 

Mr. Furia. That has occurred on more than one occasion. 

Mr. Conn. Have you made complaint to your superiors at the 
Voice of America about this? 

Mr. Future. I have. 

Mr. Conn. Now, I would like to tell the committee about a specific 
example of this, Mr. Fulling. And for that purpose. I want to direct 
your attention to the day following General Eisenhower’s inaugura- 
tion, namely, January , 1953. Do you recall that day? 

Mr. Fuuurna. I do, si 

Mr. Conn. And did aa receive any dispatches from news services 
in Latin-American countries concerning the Eisenhower inaugura- 
tion ¢ 

Mr. Furirne. Yes, sir. We received numerous dispatches from 
Latin-American countries, in which they showed their happiness at the 
inauguration of General Eisenhower, in which they showed their 
friendship for the American people and for the United States, as 
expressed by their congratulations and everything on the inaugura- 
tion of President Eisenhower. 

Mr. Conn. Did one of these dispatches in particular come from the 
country of Guatemala ? 

Mr. Futuna. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Would you tell us about that one 

First of all, from what news agency did that dispatch come? 

Mr. Fuuuine. As I recall, that was from the news age ney, Inter- 
national News Service. 

Mr. Coun. From INS; is that right? 

Mr. Furriine. From INS. 

Mr. Conn. And what was the nature of that news dispatch? 

Mr. Future. The nature of that dispatch was that in Guatemala 
City, anti-Communists had organized a spontaneous demonstration 
in which they had gone to the United States Embassy in Guatemala 
City and paraded in front of it to show, or to demonstrate, their unity 
with the United States and their expressions of, I will say, gratifica- 
tion at the inauguration of President Eisenhower. 

Mr. Conn. Now. you say anti-Communist elements. Did the news 
dispatch from INS spec ‘ific ally say that these were anti-Communist 
elements? 

Mr. Fuuirne. That is correct, sir. They did say so. 
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Mr. Coun. Now, did you take that news dispatch and embody it 
into a script to go out over the Voice of America, to Latin-American 
Republics, so that they would all be advised of this anti-Communist 
demonstration in favor of the United States and General Eisenhower ? 

Mr. Futuna. Yes, sir. That particular story was incorporated into 
a rather general roundup, <v luding stories from other countries in 
Latin America, where the vy had also expressed their solidarity with 
the United States and their, I would say, gratification, or their con- 
gratulations, on General Eis enhower’s in: uguration. And we nad 
decided at a meeting about 3 o’clock in the afternoon of the day that 
these dispatches came in that this Guatemala dispatch, because it 
showed such a spontaneous demonstration, showed the sincere friend- 
ship of the anti-Communists there for the United States and for the 
people of the United States. It showed that they were with us. 

Senator Munpr. You use the pronoun “we.” Who do you mean 
participated in that meeting? Was it a staff meeting, a meeting of 
high echelon people? Or do you mean you, yourself, decided it? 

Mr. Future. It was at this policy vy meeting. I was coming to that, 
Senator. 

This meeting was presided over by Stephen Baldanza, who is the 
head of the Latin American Division of the Voice of America. In 
other words, we write the news in our section. We send it to his 
Division, and it is translated into Spanish and into Portuguese, and 
his Division transmits it over the air. 

Senator Munpr. He is in charge of the Division in which you work ? 

Mr. Fuutuinc. No. No, sir. I work for the News Division. 

Mr. Coun. You work for the Latin American News Division; is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Furuine. That is correct. We handle the news, which is a 
part of all of the programs that go to Latin America, which Mr. 
Stephen Baldanza handles. 

Mr. Coun. You are concerned with the same area as Mr. Baldanza? 

Mr. Funure. Yes, sir; we were concerned with the same area. 
That is why we were in this policy meeting together, coordinating 
our policies. 

Mr. Conn. Now, did you take this dispatch of INS and prepare a 
news broadcast on the basis of it, pointing out that these anti-Com- 
munist elements in Guatemala had demonstrated in favor of General 
Eisenhower and the United States following the inauguration? 

Mr. Fuuiina. Yes, sir. We prepared such a news dispatch. 

Mr. Conn. Now, in that news dispatch, did you use the term “anti- 
Communist” specifically ? 

Mr. Futuinec. Yes, sir: we used the term “anti-Communist,” as I 
recall, on two specific occasions. 

Mr. Conn. And your basis for that was, of course, as you told us, 
that the news dispatch from INS had specifically used the words 
“anti-Communist” and made it clear that those who were doing the 
demonstrating were anti-Communists? 

Mr. Futura. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. It was an anti-Communist demonstration ? 

Mr. Fuuuine. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. And you took those words and put them in the news 
broadcast to go out to Latin America over the Voice of America; is 
that right ? 
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prepared that news dispatch, using 
s you say, in two instances, did anything 


the news dispatch was prepared, I— 
ifter the news dispatch was prepared, 





it \ ent to what we cal the enti il ad k of the Voice of America, 
vl entral née desk of the Voice of America. And the copy from 
the vario iLreas—mav I exp] ist a bit on the operations of the 
Vo e particular instat 

Mr. Coun. Very briefly. 

Mi iy LLING, Yes. - r. We have four ceneral areas within the 
ne ect of the Voice of America. We have the Latin American 
Ni Services; we have the European News Services; we have the 
ar East News Services: and we have the Middle East News Serv 
lee ea h area has one ma who 1 n charge of it. who is the chief 
ot iwarea 

New copy prep “1 in these areas, but it is ordered that it all 
be Lakad Gidcsaiths weasel wears dale 

In this instance, this was done. The story was written and was 
placed with the central news desk. : 

Mr. Conn. Now, this is a story cor — ing these two specific refer 
ences to the fact that this was an : i-Communist demonstr: ation; is 


that correct ? 


Mr. Futuna. That is correct, sit 

Mr. Conn. Now, what happened when the dispatch got up to your 
superiors ¢ 

Mr. Furuine. After the dispatch was placed on the central desk, I 
hea | no more about it tor, | would Say, possibly an hour or so. And 
then the supervisor of the central desk told me that this dispatch had 
been ch: inged. I immediate ly asked in what w: ay it had been ch: inged, 
and he showed me where changes had been made. 

Mr. Coun. And where had these changes been made? Had any- 
thing been crossed out of the script? 

Mr. Futrina. Yes, sir. Where the term “anti-Communist” had 
been used, that was crossed out. 

Mr. Conn. In both instances? 

Mr. Fuxurnea. In both instances. 

Mr. Conn. Now, by what words was the term “anti-Communist” 
replaced in each instance? 

Mr. Futura. In the first instance, where it was called “anti-Com- 
munist organizations,” the term was replaced by “citizens.” 

Mr. Coun. The word “anti-Communist” was deleted ? 

Mr. Future. And replaced by “citizens.” 

Mr. Coun. How about in the second instance ? 

Mr. Fuuurnea. In the second instance, the word “anti-Communist” 
was rep placed by the word “democratic.” 

Mr. Conn. And do you have before you the original script which 
you prepared, which actually shows these pencil deletions? 

Mr. Fura. Yes, sir, I have before me now the original script 
which shows the penciled de letions. 

Mr. Coun. Is there attached to that also, sir, the INS dispatch on 
which you based this news broadcast ? 

Mr. Fuuurne. Yes, sir, the INS dispatch is also attached. 
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Mr. Coun. And that uses the term “anti-Communist” ? 

Mr. Furiine. That uses the term “anti-Communist Guatemalans.” 

Mr. Conn. And the news dispatch you prepared uses that term on 
two occasions, and in both occasions it has been deleted and replaced, 
In one occasion by the word “citizens” and in the other by the word 
“democratic”; is that right ? , 

Mr. Fuuziina. “Democratic.” 

Mr. CoHN. Now, did you object to these deletions and changes? 

Mr. Fuuurna. I did, sir 

Mr. Conn. To whom did you make this objection ? 

Mr. iy LLING. I made the objection Co Mr. Donald Taylor. who was 
then the super\ isor of the central news desk, and under whose dire C- 
tion these changes had been— 

The CuarrmMan. May I interrupt? 

If it meets with the approval of the other Senators, we will issue an 


order now that one must dispose of that pipe. [Laughter. 
[ am going to ask the staff that a supply of cigars be provided every 
day. 


Go ahead, sir. 

Mr. Conn. You say you took the complaint to Mr. Taylor. Did he 
do anything about it? 

Mr. iy LLING. Mr. Taylor? I took the complaint to him, and I 
called his attention to the fact that we had discussed this in the policy 
meeting, and that the term “anti-Communist” was a very specific term ; 


that if it were changed in any way, it weakened the term. And we 
wanted to show, as I have said previously, that these were spontaneous 


demonstrations by anti-Communists in a country which has very 


strong Communist elements. 

Mr. Coun. Now, let me ask you this. What was your objection to 
the use of the term “democratic” down in these Latin American coun- 
tries? Did you have some objection to the substitution of that word 
for the word “anti-Communist” 

Mr. Fuuuine. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Conn. What was it? 

Mr. Fuiutna. The term “democratic” has been taken over by many 
of the Communists. It has been appropriated to their own uses. There 
are many of the political organizations which are Communist or 
Communist fronts in Latin American countries, which go under such 
names as Democratic Accion or Democratica Nacional, or similar 
terms. The term “democratic” used in this sense is meaningless; I 


/ 


mean used in this particular sense. 

Mr. Conn. Do you have before you any dispatch from a Latin 
American republic indicating that the word “democratic” is used in 
fact by the Communists ¢ 

Mr. Funuine. Yes, sir. 

The Carman. In other words, in South America, “Democrat” 
does not mean the same as “Southern Democrat” in the United States ? 

Mr. Furuine. No, sir, it does not. And I may point out at this 
time that there is no ban on the use of the word “Democrat.” 

Senator Symineton. I was just going to say, Mr. Chairman, this is 
nonpartisan, or at least bipartisan. 

Mr. Furia. It is just when it is used in certain ways. And they 
would be inclined to misinterpret it. 


29708—53—pt. 3———-2 
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The Cuarrman. I was just going to say that in South America the 
term “Democrat” or “Democratic “has been taken over by Communist 
movements, and they try to use that phrase, so that when you re ‘fer to 
a Democratic group in South America, it does not have the same mean- 
ing as though you were referring to a Democratic group in the U nited 
States; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Futiinc. That is correct, ves. 

Mr. Coun. Did you call this to the attention of Mr. Taylor? 

Mr. Futura. I did call that to his attention. 

Mr. Coun. Did he give you any satisfaction? Did he change the 
script ! 

Mr. Futuna. No, sir; he did not. 

Mr. Conn. Now, did you go to anybody else after you went to Mr. 
Tay lor? 

Mr. Future. Yes. I did. 

Senator Munpr. To stick with Mr. Taylor, what reason did he give 
you for making the changes he did, and not changing it back ? 

Mr. Futirna. Yes, sir. He said he wanted to broaden—I believe 
that was his term—he wanted to “broaden” the effect of this. And I 
told him, as I recall, that that put an entirely different meaning on the 
story when the changes were made, in view of the way they look. 

Senator McCLe..tan. By “broaden it,” did he mean so as to make it 
as favorable to the Communists as possible ¢ 

Mr. Funiine. Sir, I could not answer that question. 

Senator McCieiian. That was the effect, was it not ? 

Mr. Funirne. Yes, sir; I would consider it so. 

Senator Munpr, All right. You are a pretty persistent salesman. 
Did you stop there, or did you continue to emphasize your point with 
Mr. ‘Taylor? 

Mr. Future. I did, sir. 

Senator Munpr. And what did he say after that? 

Mr. Furiine. Well, I had been previously warned, when I had 
brought up other protests 

The CuatrmMan. I cannot hear you, sir. 

Mr. Fuuire. I had been previously warned, when I had brought 
up other protests, that I was not cooperative with the central desk, and 
that I should apparently cooperate with them; which I understood to 
mean that I should never raise my voice in protest against any changes 
or anything that they did to the copy. 

Senator Symrneron. Excuse me. Who warned you? 

Mr. Furic. I was warned by Mr. Barry Zorthian, who is the 
Chief of the News Branch. 

The CHatrrMan. W ould you give us that name again ? 

Mr. Funtiine. Mr. Barry Z-o-r-t-h-i-a-n. 

In this particular case, remembering those warnings, I proceeded 
very amiably. I was not indignant. I just said that this had been 
discussed at the policy meeting, that these words had been decided 
on, that they should use the dispatches exactly as they were, and I saw 
absolutely no reason for changing them, that it would change the 
entire tenor of the story. And I tried to get him to change it. I 
tried to get Mr. Donald Taylor to change it, or put it back in the form 
in which it should be. He would not do so. And I continued to sug- 
gest that this be done, but very amicably. Finally, he became very 
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indignant, and said, “Well, if you insist on this, we will go and see 
Mr. Berman’”—Mr. Harold Berman, who is the Assistant Chief of the 
News Branch. 

We also have an order in there that on questions involving policy, 
such as this, where there is any disagreement on it, the Assistant Chief, 
or the Chief, who happens to be there, is the final judge on what shall 
be used, and how. 

Mr. Taylor suggested that we see Mr. Berman. 

So we went into Mr. Berman’s office and stated our cases to him, and 
I showed him where the changes had been made, as I recall, which was 
not at all the way they were written or not the intention. And he 
looked- os 

Senator Munpr. Will you talk a little more loudly, please? Per- 
haps you should have the mikes up closer to you. 

Mr. Fuuure. Probably that is the reason. I thought I was talking 
very loud. 

Senator Munpr. They have enough mechanical equipment around 
there for a Hollywood studio. You might as well use some of it. 

Mr. Fuuuinec. He looked at the item which had been changed, and 
said, in effect, that that was all right, that there was nothing wrong 
with that. And soI told him about my stand on it, and he said: “No,” 
that that item as written was all right. And he gave me the reason 
for upholding Mr. Taylor in his stand that as originally written, as 
originally written by me, the item was not clear; it was fuzzy. It was 
not clear writing, not readily understandable. This same line, may 
I interpolate, had been previously used whenever any question was 
brought up about their changing items. 

The CuatrmMan. Will you try and speak a little louder and more 
clearly ? 

Mr. Fuuurna. I will be glad to do so, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Then you got no satisfaction from Mr. Berman, either, 
is that right? 

Mr. Futuna. No, sir. I got no satisfaction from Mr. Berman. 
He left, after handing down what I interpreted as his ruling, but he 
did not order any changes made. He did not order that it be cor 
rected or revised to the original way it was written. 

Senator McCrietian. Do I understand this controversy, now, all 
centered around the words “anti-Communist”? All of this you are 
talking about, the disagreement and the decision, centered around 
the words “anti-Communist” that you used in the original script? 

Mr. Futuna. That is correct, sir. 

Senator McCitetian. And that is what he told you was fuzzy and 
not easily understandable ? 

Mr. Futuine. That is correct; that that was not easily under- 
standable. 

Senator McCie.tnan. That is a fuzzy term, is it? 

Mr. Furiine. Well, possibly so. But that was the reason he gave 
me why it was all right the way it was rewritten and the term, “anti- 
Communist.” crossed out; because, as before it was not clear. it was not 
correct, but it was “fuzzy.” 

The Cuamman. Let me ask you this, Mr. Fulling. You have in- 
dicated that you think the central desk was responsible for trying to 
water down anti-Communist propaganda to make your broadcasts 
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more acceptable to the Communist Party in the Latin American coun- 

tries. Will you tell us who, in your opinion, was responsible for this 
itering to the Communist cause ? 

Mr. Funurnc. In my opinion, those responsible in this way for 
softening down or catering to the Communist cause were Mr. Harold 
Berman, Mr. Donald Taylor, Mr. Robert Goldman. 

Mr. COHN. By the Way, was Mr. Goldman the one W ho made these 
original changes in the script ? 

Mr. Furuine. Mr. Goldman was the one under the direct supervi- 

ion of Mr. Taylor who made these revisions. 

Mr. Coun. Do his initials appear on the bottom of the changes? 

Mr. FULLING. Yes, sir. The initials ms 3 CB for Bob Goldman, ap- 
pear al the bottom. 

Mr. Coun. I ask, Mr. Chairman, that the committee receive in evi- 
dence the original INS dispatch using the word “anti-Communist,” 
the original of the news broadcast as prepared by Mr. Fulling, show- 

© on its face the deletion of the words “anti-Communist” on both 

ons when used, and the substitution of the word “citizens” in 
one 1 tance, al d the word “T) mocratic” in another instance. And 
also I would ask that the Chair receive in evidence the additional news 
dispatch identified by the witness, showing the Communists have used 
the very term “Democratic” in that same area. 

The Cuarrman. It will be received. 

(The documents referred to were marked “Exhibit No. 8 (a) (b) 
ind (c)” and may be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Mr. Coun. I have nothing more, sir. 

Che Cuarrman. Senator Mundt? 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Fulling. was this an isolated case, or had 

milar eases occurred before. when this same triumvirate had at- 
ten pted to water down dispatches, making them more acceptable and 
ible to the Communists ? 

Mr. Furnimc. Yes, sir. Similar cases have occurred before. Un- 
fortunately, Senator, I did not keep records of all of those cases, be- 

for quite awhile the cause seemed so hopeless in that organiza- 
tion. It seemed like I was battling entirely alone against these, what 
I term, “very sinister influences.” And I didn’t know when I would 
ever receive any assistance. 

Senator Munpr. Are Mr. Goldman and Mr. Taylor and Mr. Ber- 
man still employed by the Voice of America, where they can exercise 
t} skillful manner of helping communism to the detriment of 
A 


ma leat 


rica ¢ 


Mr. Futiine. Yes, sir. They are, sir. 
Senator Jackson. When did you first run into this problem of re- 
vising your news dispatches, as you say. to slant them in such a way 
that t] ey would not carry out their oby 10us objective ? When did that 
start ¢ 
Mr. Fuuure. I would say that started about a year or a year and 
a half ago. 
Senator Jackson. Was that when you first came into this section of 
the Department ? 
Mr. Furie. No, sir. That was about 6 months, I think. after 
I took over this particular assignment. 
Senator Jackson. It was not noticeable right at first ? 
Mr. Funuine. No, sir, it was not noticeable right at first. 
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Senator Jackson. Now, what othe examples are there? I mean, 
do you have any recollection of their revising your news stories that 
would give the slant that you indicated? Can you think of any, off 
hand? I mean, what sort of general line did they take? You have 
cited this example in connection with President Ejisei ower’s inau 
guration. As I understand, the Communist orga tion in Guate 
mala, which is very strong and practically controls the Government 
at least one of the Communist groups uses the word “democratic’ 

a part of their organization front. Is that right? 
Mr. Futiting. Are you referring specifically to Guatemala, sir? 


senatol AY KSON. Well, | am refer! ng sper ifically to Guat mala, 


because you referred specifically to it. 
Mr. Funtuinc. Well, I am not certain that one of these organizat 


uses the term “democratic front” in Guatemala 


Senator J ACKSON,. But na WAV, they use the word “demoerati ae as 
a term that they have appropriated, and at least it is associated with 
Communist activities / 

Mr. Fuutiine. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Now,, do you re il] hy othe tuations that 
developed, that OCCULT’ al. In the past ¢ 

Mr. Funuinea. I recall a situation, I think about a month ago, 
which there had been some troubles in Bolivia, and in whi there wa 
an Ipris ho of some Sort. he news cl spatehe . atul lly, reported 
that uprising. But in order to tell a little more about it, just what it 
was, the news dispat hes epol ed that th vas tte pt by rig 
Wil @ and central elements in the Government te vet rid of the Com- 
munist elements in the Government, where it was known there were 
some. I attempted to show that, the background of this particular 
thing. 

Senator Jackson. Was that based on news dispatches ? 

Mr. FULLING. That was based « news d spatches, sir; ves, SIP. ] 
attempted to show t} 7 But the news desk did not want to use the 


word “¢ ‘ommunists,” that they were trying to get 1 l of the Cor 


nists in the CGrovernment. They did not want to use that term. ! 
wanted to substitute for it ft at they wanted to. well ret rid of the 
Government. It is sort of splitting hairs there. But the purpose of it 
was 

The CuarrMan. I am not sure if Iam following you. 

l understand your testimony to be that at one time there was an up 
rising on the part of the anti-Commu! ts, the conservatives. to clea 
the Communists out of Government. You were going to write the 
story in that fashion. 

Then the central desk insisted that you change the story and write 
it to the effect that there was an upris Y agalnst the Governme! 
rather than agall st the Communists ? 

Mr. Funuina. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Jackson. What reason did they or the indivi 
vised your text give? 

Mr. Futuine. They said that if it was an uprising, as I recall, it was 
against the Government. 

Senator Jackson. That was true: was it not? 

Mr. Fuuuinae. That is true, sir. Yes, sir. But the background of it 
was that it was the center elements in the Government. according to 


ual who re 
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dispatches, who were wanting to get rid of the Communist 
( le melts 

Phe CHarrmMan. Senator Symington ? 

Senator Symineron. Well, did you investigate as to what type of 
a righnt-w gy government 1n Bolivia they were talking about 7 

Mr. Funtuine. No, sir. I did not. 

Senator SYMINGTON. Do you know anything about the problem 
Bolivia at all? 

Mr. Futuna. Yes, sir. I do. 

Senator Symineron. Well, will you talk a little bit about that? 

Mr. Futtine. Well, my general knowledge; yes, sir. 

Senator SyMINGTON. I woul lr: ather he ave your spec ific knowledge 
about what the problem is in Bolivia, what kind of government the “y 
have there, what kind of a group was trying to overthrow what kind 
of government. 

Mr. Furuing. Yes, sir. The government in Bolivia is the National 
Revolutionary Movement Party. In other words, that is the dominant 
Government party, which is the controlling party. And it runs the 
Government. 

Senator Symineron. How long has it been running the Govern- 
ment ? 

Mr. Fuuurne. Since, I would sav, about 8 or 9 months. Within 
that party are center elements; that is, conservative, we W ill Say, ele- 
ments, and there are also left wingers and one or two known Com- 
munists. 

Senator JACKSON. — officers ? 

Mr. Furuine. Yes, si 

Senator Jackson. T i *y are in the Cabinet? 

Mr. Fuuuina. Yes, s 

Senator JACKSON. It i” a united-front type of government, would 
you say? 

Mr. Fuuurna. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineton. Do you know what the position of the Argen- 
tine Governmen , is with respect to the current Bolivian Government ? 
Do you know whether the Argentine Government controls the present 
Bolivian Government? In other words, is it a fascistic government 
in Bolivia today or is it a Communist government in Bolivia to- 
day ? 

Mr. Furia. Sir, I could not say. It is composed of-—— 

The Cuamman. I just wonder what the purpose of this line of 
questioning is, Senator Symington ? 

Senator Symineron. Well, 1 doubt myself, Mr. Chairman, whether 
the Bolivian Government is a Communist government today in the 
ense that people think of a Communist government, even though it 
may be a totalitarian government. 

Mr. Fuuiine. I would agree with you, sir. I do not think it is a 
totally Communist government. 

Senator Syminetron. That was the reason for the line of ques- 


tioning’ 


Senator JAcKson. Just one que tion. Do you think these people 
u have mentioned, Mr. Berman, Mr. Taylor, Mr. Goldman, had a 
( — ate <1 plan or design to slant the news? Or was there an intel- 


ectual difference of opinion that could very well, we will say, take 
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place in the news-writing field? Was it a professional difference of 
opinion? I mean, treating ne wager’ men as professional people. 

Mr. Fururne. Well, to look at it, it was a professional difference 
of opinion. But it seemed to always follow one pattern. And you 
could almost sense the pattern of thinking on the central desk. 

Senator JA¢ KSON. That they were soft toward the problem of com 
munism ? 

Mr. Fuuuinea. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Did they discuss communism with you, the issue 
of communism ? 

Mr. Fuuurne. No, sir, not generally. 

Senator Jackson. You never had any discussions with any of these 
three men that you have referred to? 

Mr. Fuuuine. Outside of our disagreement. 

Senator Jackson. I mean on the subject of communism and how 
to combat it in connection with your work. 

Mr. Futuna. No, sir, I don’t recall any specific discussions. 

Senator Jackson. So that you base your opinion on the editing of 
your script from time ca time ? 

Mr. Fuuuine. Yes, si 

Senator JACKSON. Do you think they are Communists ? 

Mr. Fuuiine. I would not like to state my opinion on that, Senator. 
I would be very glad for the committee to determine. 

The CuHamman. Are you convinced it is friendly to the Communist 
cause ¢ 

Mr. Fuuuina. I do believe that, Senator. 

The CHarrMan. Senator McClellan ? 

Senator McCLeLLan. You spoke of a pattern that is pan as oe 


have oiven us an example here of the words, “oanti-Commu > be 

stricken from the script and other words substituted. Do you ao 
of any instance in their broadcast in which the words “anti-Commu- 
nist” were permitted to be used na nage nfavor: ib le to communism ¢ 
Can you cite a single instance where the ia ive permitted a broadcast 


to go out as an anti-Communist broad ‘dai aati a rm 
reflect upon the Communists, as such ? 

Mr. Futsine. I do not recall any, sir. 

Senator McCie ian. In all youre xperie nce, you do not know of any 
instance where the \ pe rn Litted the use of the word “anti-Communist” 
or “anticommunism” to be broadeast to other countries? In the light 
of referring to a group or an a tion as heing anti-Communist or il 
protest against communism, has it been permitted? Has that term 
been used or permitte d to be used in that hoht i 

Mr. Fuuiuie. I don’t recall it, sir. 

Senator McCietian. Or have they always substituted and used the 
term “Democratic” or “citizens” or something on that order, some- 
thing softer, and less fuzzy, may we say / 


Mr. Fuuuma. Well, I don’t recall from my part lar knowledge, 
in my — knowledge, in my particular area. hey may have 
used it in other copy 

eamacil CLeLLAN. Well, to your knowledge, it | ot been used 4 


Is that what vou are saving / 


Mr. Fuuuina. I do not recall it being d. \y 
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Mr. Scurne. Mr. Fulling, has there been any change in this attitude 
which has resulted in the stifling of anti-Communist propaganda at 
the news desk in the last week since this investigation started ¢ 

Mr. Funes. Yes, sir; there has been. Within the past week there 
has been quite a change in the handling oft news relating to Commu- 
nist activities and anti-Communist activities. 

The Cuatrman. A change for the better, or for the worse / 

Mr. Funuinc. For the better. 

enator Munpr. Just a minute. Let us find out how that change 
was implemented, how you came to learn of it? Was it in the form 
of a memorandum? Or just a subjective reaction that you sense in 
the vel eral eny ironment down there / 

Mr. Funuina. No, sir: it came about this Way. I have since pre- 
pared stories, or I have prepared stories within the past week, relating 
to activities of Communists in Latin American countries, and of Com- 
niunist elements, and in some instances the central desk has specifically 
pointed out to me how it could use certain terms that would be even 
more definitely against the Communists. And I assure you that I am 


appreciative of those efforts, and I accepted them, because I am cer- 





tainly appreciative of any effort to strengthen our stand against com- 
munism. And they would point out and suggest to me certain terms 


or words within the past week that could be used to strengthen our 
stand against communism. I think that I am very appreciative of 
that. And I accepted their suggestions. 

The Cnamrman. You may step down. 

Who is your next witness, Mr. Counsel ? 

Mr. Coun. Dr. Lenkeith, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarrman. Dr. Lenkeith, will you raise your right hand? 

In this matter now in hearing before the committee, do you solemnly 
swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, dnd nothing but the truth, so 
help you God? 

Dr. Lenxerru. I do. 

The Cuamman. Before this witness commences to testify, I would 
like to call the attention of the committee to a situation which has 
just been brought to my attention. On February 12 the International 
Information Administration issued a memorandum directing all their 
emp loyees to ¢ sooperate fully with th is committee, to ap pear when they 
are requested, either formally or informally, and to give such infor- 
mation as the committee might require. W e ap preciated that very 
much at the time it was issued and felt it indicated a spirit of coopera- 
tion on the part of the International Information Administration. 

Since then, however, on the 18th of February, an order has been 
issued by the State Department which revokes this order by the In- 
ternational Information Administration. In view of that. the entire 
information program is placed directly under the State Department 
and all the employees of the International Information Administra- 
tion are State Department employees. 

[ have before me a memorandum dated February 18: “To All Em- 
ployees,” from John W. Ford. Mr. Ford, incidentally, is the same 
Mr. Ford who took punitive action against Mr. Matson for having 
testified before this committee. 
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I quote from the memorandum: 

FEBRUARY 18, 1953. 

The attached memorandum is being directed to all employees of the Office 
of Security. I cannot stress too strongly the importance of this directive and its 
significance to the Department. 

I must insist that each employee adhere strictly to these instructions and any 
deviation should be called to my personal attention for decision. 

Then the order, in five parts: 

Part No. 1 provides that all of the blackout orders of the former 
President shall remain in existence, shall be scrupulously adhered to 
by all State Department employees. 

I will put this entire memorandum into the record. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 9” and will 
be found in the appendix on p. 222. ) 

The CuHatrrMan. The section which concerns me most is section 
No. 3. I quote it. It is in direct contradiction to the one originally 
issued by the Information Administration. 

I quote section No. 3: 

That it is a matter of individual employee discretion as to whether he talks 
informally with a member of a committee or subcommittee staff without a 
Senator being present. 

The effect of that, of course, is to completely stifle the investigative 
power of this committee. If the State Department employees refuse 
to talk to our investigators, will only talk when they are here under 
subpena, it means it will be difficult for us beyond words to continue 
exposing the sort of material which has been exposed over the past 
few days, which I am sure all Americans want to hear about. 

Now, this memorandum indicates that this has been issued with the 
approval of General Smith and Mr. Phleger. I cannot believe that. 
I do not think General Smith is starting out in this fashion. Iam sure 
Secretary Dulles knows nothing about this. I am sure Mr. Lourie 
knows nothing about it. 

I had a conversation with Mr. Lourie yesterday, a rather extended 
conference. When we completed that, I was fully satisfied that the 
Secretary of State and Mr. Lourie and the entire Department would 
cooperate with this committee. For that reason, I am sure that they 
are not aware of this unusual memorandum. 

I have instructed the staff to have General Smith here at 4:30 this 
afternoon in executive session: to have Mr. Ford here, the man who 
issued this; and Mr. Boykin, and Mr. Meade who signed this. 

I think this is of the utmost importance that we clear this matter up 
once and for all, and I certainly hope that as many of the members 
of the committee as possible can be present for this very import init 


session this afternoon. 

If this is to remain in effect, it will cost us 10 times as much to get 
the same information. It will make it 10 times as difficult. It will 
mean that we will have to use the power of subpena in each case, go 
to the expense of having everything recorded, and the cost of the re 
porters is very high. I do not mean unreasonably high, Mr. Reporter. 
Sut it will make it impossible for us to do a cecent iob. 

This witness has been sworn. 

Mr Counsel, Vou mav pro ‘eed 

Mr. Conn. What is your full name, please? 


29 708—53 pt 
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TESTIMONY OF DR. NANCY LENKEITH 


Dr. Lenxerru. Nancy Lenkeith, L-e-n-k-e-i-t-h. 

Mr. Conn. And you hold a university degree / 

Dr. Lenxeirnu. I do. 

Mr. Conn. What university / 

Dr. Lenkerrn. Well, my last degree was from Columbia 
University. 

Mr. Conn. And what degree was that / 

Dr. Lenxerrn. 1948, doctor of philosophy. 

Mr. Coun. Very well. Now, Dr. Lenkeith, were you ever employed 
by the Voice of America / 

Dr. Lenkerru. I was. 

Mr. Conn. When did you commence employment with the Voice 
of America ? 

Dr. Lenkerrn. I commenced employment on December 13, 1951. 

Mr. Coun. And in which service did you commence employment 

ith the Voice of America ? 

Dr. Lenxerru. In the French Section. 

Mr. Conn. Inthe French Section. Who was the head of the French 
Section at the time you went to work there ¢ 

Dr. Lenxerru. The Acting Chief was Mr. Troup Mathews. 

Mr. Coun. And who was the actual Chief ? 

Dr. Lenxerru. Mr. Auberjonois. 

The CuarrmMan. The first name was / 

Dr. Lenkerru. Troup, T-r-o-u-p, Mathews, M-a-t-h-e-w-s. 

Mr. Coun. Now, you say Mr. Mathews was Acting Chief at this 
time: is that mght? 

Dr. Lenkxerru. That is right, si 

Mr. Conn. Now, did you have any conversation with Mr. Mathews 
on the day that you commenced employment with the Voice of 
America / 

Dr. Lenxerrnu. | did. 

Mr. Coun. Would you give us the substance of that conversation / 

Dr. Lenxerrn. He told me about his point of view toward his 
work, toward his own career; told me that his primary interest was 
hn setting up collectivist groups. 

Mr. Coun. Collectivist groups? 

Dr. Lenkeiru. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Did he tell you why he wanted collectivist groups set up / 

Dr Li NKEITH. Yes, bec: ause he said that there were better sides—— 

The CHarrMan. May I interrupt you / 

If this is the type of collectivist group that you described to us in 
executive session, In view of the fact that we are on television. and 
many children are watching this program, I think we will wait and 
let you describe these collectivist groups after we are off the air. 
(). K. / 

Did he say anything to you concerning your \ iews toward religion 
cenerally ¢ 

Dr. Lenkerrn. Yes; he said that he did not want to have anything 
to do with anyone who had held any dogmatic religious belief, because 

ch people were incapable of sound human relations. 

Phe Cuamrman. Did he say anything to you about Marxism ? 
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Dr. Lenkerru. Yes. His purpose in establishing these collectivist 
groups was to further the better sides of Marxism, he said, which had 
been disreg carded and defeated by the Soviets. 

Mr. Coun. Now, did you thereafter commence work in the French 
Section of the Voice of America ? 

Dr. Lenkerru. I did, sir. 

The CrarMan. May I eae 

Do I understand your testimony to be that the head of the French 
desk believed in the teachings of Karl Marx, believed in the Commu 
nist doctrine, but thought that Soviet Russia had subverted the teach 
ings of Marx to some extent? Is that correct ? 

Dr. Lenxeiru. My testimony, Senator, is repeating what I was told 
in his words as well as I recollect them. I did not question him fur 
ther, because | was entering employment, and did not want to vet into 
any trouble right then. 

Senator Jackson. Was hea Titoist? Or what form 

Dr. Lenkerrn. Senator, I did not investigate. I was just being 
hired. It was the first time I met him. 

Senator McCLettan. Will you tell us where he had in mind to estab 
lish these collectivist groups ¢ 

Dr. Lenxerru. Well, if he was sent to France, he wanted to estab 
lish them in France, and if he remained here, he wanted to purchase 
a house in Rockland County to establish one there. 

Senator McCLeLttan. Was that to be 

The CuairMan. Just a minute. 

(Brief consultation. ) 

Senator McCieLtian. What I was “srg ee in knowing was, in 
refe rring to these collectiy ist groups that h anted to establish. if 
was to Include elp plovees of this service and to include you ¢ In other 
words, were the collec tivist groups to be established outside of this 
Government service or the emp loyees within the service? That is 
what I am trying to establish. 

Dr. LENKEITH. Senator, I hesitate to s: y. I was meeting him as 
mv future employer. He mentioned it to me, asked me whether I was 
interested. 

Senator McCLettan. He asked you if you were interested / 

Dr. LENKEITH. I mean. interested in the problem. I let him talk 
on, and, as I say, I was not at all interested at that time in finding out 
about Mr. Mathews’ personal views, I was interested in finding out 
what kind of job I was to do. 

Senator McCLettan. What I was trvi 
these were to be established abroad, or if 
in the United States. 

Dr. Lenxetru. Well, his answer was that they would be open to 
anyone who did not hold to any dogmatic religious beliefs. 

The Cuarrman. You said you were not interested in that project 
at that time. You are not interested in it now, are you 4 

Dr. Lenxeitrn. No, Senator. 

The Cuatmrman. I did not think so, 

Mr. Coun. Now, you say you went to work with the French Service 
Now, after you went to work with the French Service, did vou have 
occasion to review any of the se ripts that were voing out ovel the Voice 
of America to France ? 


gf to determine was whethe 
tT 


hey were to be established 
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Dr. Lenxerru. I did, sir. The radio is a public medium. We all 
listen to the broadcast every day. And I was particularly interested 
in the scripts which went over on Tuesdays. 

Mr. Coun. Now, in reviewing those scripts, did you form an opinion 
as to whether or not they all reflected the objectives of the Voice of 
America, to tell the truth about the American way of life, and to 
counter untrue C ommunist em concerning us? 

Dr. Lenxetru. I did, si 

Mr. Conn. And what was that conclusion ? 

Dr. Lenxerrn. The conclusion was that certain scripts were defi- 
nitely damaging, detrimental, as detrimental as they could possibly 
be to our country, in social terms; I mean, just giving an unfavorable 
picture, no political technicalities, you know, no political things in- 
volved; just in painting a dark picture of the United States. The 
bulk of the seripts—and this is the thing that struck me also, equally, 
and within a few days of my employment—was that at 10 o’clock 
in the morning, sometimes, nobody had any idea of what was going 
to be broadeast at 12:30. And I think within 10 days of my em- 
ployment, Mr. Mathews, whose responsibility was to initial the scripts 
that were broadcast, disap peared, could not be found. His secretary 
was driven frantic trying to cover him up. I found myself as a new 
recruit who had been e@iven no propaganda directives, with a super- 
visor who could not be located at his home or elsewhere. 

The Crarrman. May I interrupt? Mr. Counsel, is this the same 
Mr. Mathews who is the subject of investigation on the loyalty pro- 
gram of the Civil Service Commission in connection with a job 1 
OWT? 

Mr. Coun. That is our information, Mr. Chairman, and we are 
following that out now, and I am going to ask that Mr. Mathews 
appear before the committee in the near future. 

The CratrMan. Very good. 

Mr. Conn. Now, Dr. Lenkeith, do you recall the Lincoln’s Birthday 
following your employment ? 

Dr. Lenxerru. I do. 

Mr. Coun. That was Lincoln’s Birthday, 1952; is that right? 

Dr. Lenxeirn. February 12, which was a Tuesday. 

Mr. Coun. Now, was there any discussion about a Lincoln’s Birth- 
day show ? , 

Dr. Lenxetrn. There was. 

The Carman. Let me interrupt. Senator Symington wants to 
ask a question. 

Senator Symineron. Would you mind saying where you were born ? 

Dr. Lenxetru. I was born in London. 

Senator Symrneron. And what was your first education ? 

Dr. Lenxerru. Well, it was very complicated, Senator. My father 
was representing American business interests in France and wanted 
me to take advantage of the fact that we were living abroad, and he 
wanted me to be trilingual, to speak both French and Italian. So I 
was shifted from Italian to French schools, to summers in the United 
States to visit my grandparents, to summers in England. ; received 
a degree of bachelor of philosophy from the University of Aix-en- 
Provence. 1 was about to graduate, with the degree of License-es- 
Lettres, when we had to escape from France in 1940, which we did 
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via Bordeaux into England. I arrived in the United States in Oc- 
tober 1940, entered Barnard College, where I received a schol: arship, 
continued my education as a L ydig Fellow at Columbia University. 

Senator SymMineton. Why did you want to go in the State Depart- 
ment ¢ 

Dr. Lenxeiru. I was very honest with my professors at Columbia 
when I received the fellowship and told them I was more interested 
in writing and in journalism than in teaching. 

Before I received my degree, actually, in 1946, I began working for 
a New York publishing house, and worked for 2 publishing houses. 
Then I decided that I wanted to teach. And I taught at Queens Col- 
lege for 2 years. I ran into difficulties there, because I largely did 
not—I am a member of the American Committee for Cultur “all Free- 
dom and a member of the Association of University Professors, in- 
active now, but I find it very difficult to teach undergr: aduates, sopho- 
mores. who have had their freshmen instruction under, well, a 
member of the de \ ester nt who has since very recently, 2 weeks ago, 
I think, been questioned by a Senate committee. And I resigned from 
Queens (¢ ‘ollege, and was interested in—Voice of America in a sense 
is teaching, on a different plane. I realized I was teaching English, 
literature, and I realized that I had my languages, that I could use 
them. I am bilingual; trilingual, in fact. And I thought that I 
wanted to propagate, you know, American values, and I thought that 
that was the place for me. 

Senator Syminoton. In other words, you joined the State Depart- 
ment because you believe in the American values, and you wanted to 
express yourself, Is that it? 

Dr. Lenxetru. Yes. And I am also not parti ularly interested in 
a high-geared business career. And, you know, the State Department 
the Voice of America—I am not interested in achieving a high salary. 
If I were a young man—— 

Senator SYMINGTON. Why did you leave the State Ds partment ¢ 

Dr. Lenxkeiru. I was fired, s! 

Senator Symineton. You were fired ? 

Dr. LENKEITH. Yes. 

Senator Symineton. Who fired you? Who sign 
notice, or who talked to you and tol | you to wet outs 

Dr. LenxeirH. I believe my dismissal notice was sioned—I am not 
positive ; I don’t think I examined that. I was called into an office 
one evening at 5:20 in the evening, and in the presence of several 
ollicials of the Voice of America, I was informed that as of 6 o’clock 
that evening my services would no longer be required. 

The Cuairman. I wonder if you would give Senator Symington 
the facts leading up to your dismissal, the reason for it. Would you 
do that? 

Dr. Lenxeitn. Well, Senator, I was never given those facts, myself. 

Senator Jackson. What reason did they give you? 

Dr. LenxeitH. Well, they told me—the reason they gave was my 
attitude. They told me that the person who was there, one of the 
people there 

Senaator Symrneron. Would you name the people, when you say 
“they,” as much as you can? 


9 


ied your dismissal 
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Dr. Lenxerru. I think the Chairman of the meeting— there were 
several people—was a Mr. Dwight Herrick, who was deputy head of 
Operations, deputy for Mr. Puhan. 

The Cuamman. May I go back a few days in this? There were 
some circumstances, I assume, leading up to your discharge. Tell us 
about them. Why were you discharged’ W ‘hat work did you do that 


they disapproved of ? No. 1, did you offer to revie »~w Chambers’ book ? 


Dr. Lenkeiru. I offered, and I did. 
The Cuairman. And when you suggested that you would review 


hambers’ book 
Dr. LenKerrH. It was my job to do so, Senator. 
The Cuarman. It was your job to do that sort of work. And when 


youl superiors learned you were about to review that book, what 
happened ¢ 

Dr. Lenxeiru. Well, that is a rather long and difficult- 

The Cuarrman. We want to hear it. We want to hear the whole 
story 


Dr. Lenxerru. It is a difficult story. You see, if I may say this: 
When I was called in, to be dismissed, and my attitude was referred 
to, I informed the committee there, informed Mr. Dwight Herrick, 
of the conversation we had had together, Mr. Herrick and me. 

The Cuairman. Let us go back a few days, again. When did 
you first discuss with anyone the fact that you were going to review 
Whittaker Chambers’ book / 

Dr. Lenxerru. Well the first mention of Whittaker Chambers in 
the section I had nothing to do with. When Mr. Auberjonois, who 
was head of the section, returned from France, there was a staff 
meeting, at which employees of the section questioned him as to in 
what way his recent experience in France, in the last few months, 
would modify our directive. 

Phe Cuarman. Will you try and concentrate on my question ¢ 

Dr. LenxeirH. I am. At that meeting, a member of the staff, 
Mr. Hornetfer, asked what we should do with the Whittaker Cham 
bers story, which was then appearing in serial in the Saturday Eve 
ning Post. Mr. Auberjonois answer to Mr. Horneffer was, as I recol 
lect—all members of the staff were present—that “Whittaker Cham 
bers is a psychopath. Don’t touch him with a 10-foot pole.” That 
was that. 

Later I was in charge of a book program featured every Tuesday and 
relayed by the French network. I did not become involved until 
Whittaker Chambers’ book, Witness, was published by Random House. 

The CuatrmMan. Yes? 

Dr. Lenkerrn. Late in May: at which point Mr. Auberjonois had 
been removed from the section, as the result of an investigation which 
had been started by some complaint by me and some other members 
of the section. And a new head of the section had been appointed, 
a Mr. Walter Ducloux. 

The Cuarrman. How do you spell that ? 

Dr. Lenkerrn. D-u-c-l-o-u-x. 

Senator Symineron. When you left the State Department, you 
were summarily discharged because you wanted to review a book by 
Whittaker Chambers? Or because of your attitude? You see, what 
I am trying to get at is: Your charges are pretty serious against these 


men, 
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Dr. Lenxerru. I realize that, Senator. 

Senator SyMinetron. And if they look at those charges, on the basis 
of you being a disgruntled disch: reed employee, that might color the 
effect of what you are saying, and therefore I think it is important 
that you tell the committee why you left the State Department or 
why you were discharged, to the . best of your ability. 


Dr. Lenxetru. Could this answer your question, Senator ‘ | was 
dismissed summarily. As of 6 o’clock, I left the State Department. 
Since then I have —— oe work, started a new business. 

The Cuatrrman. No, that does not answer the question. Dr. Len 


keith, were you disch: oad because you favorably revie wed Whittaker 

Chambers’ book. or were you not ¢ 

Dr. Lenxeirn. I was not told why I was discharged. The fact 
was that the day before I was discharged, I reviewed Whittaker Cham 
bers’ book. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. Had you been told not to review the book ¢ 

Dr. Lenxerru. I had not been told not to review the book. 

The ¢ HAIRMAN, Do you know now you were discharged because 
you ti vor: ab ly revie wed ( he amibers > book. or not 4 

Dr. Lenxerriu. I didn’t understand. 

The Carman. Do you know, as of today, that you were discharged 
because you favorably reviewed Chambers’ book, or for some other 
reason / 

Dr. Lenxetru. I was never given the facts, Senator. 

The CHatrman. Well, you talked to your fellow employees. You 
knew what the situation was. You gave us a very clear story in 
executive session. Just try and recount the entire story. 

Dr. Lenxerru. Well, to get back: The first thing Mr. Auberjonois 
said was, “Don’t touch Chambers with a 10-foot pole.” 

When Mr. Ducloux became head of the Section, there was a staff 
meeting, at W hich the problems of production of voices Was discussed, 
of music, and I brought up the question and asked what our policy 
and what our propaganda line was. Mr. Ducloux’ answer was that 
we all knew what ou policy and propaganda line was. 

The CuamrMan. May | interrupt‘ 

Mr. Counsel, you have interviewed the witness several times, and 
you may be able to get the facts. 

Senator Jackson. First, may I ask: When were you discharged / 
What was the date of your discharge ? 

The Cuairman. Could we not let counsel develop that / 

Senator Jackson. I just wanted to get the date. 

Dr. Lenkeiru. June 11, 1952. 

Mr. Conn. Now, on this Chambers book, you say the first men 
tion you ever heard of the policy meeting was when Mr. Auberjonois 
said that Chambers was a psychopath and you shouldn't touch this 
with a 10-foot pole. Is that right / 

Dr. Lenkeiru. That is correct, si 

Mr. Conn. That was before the book came out: is that right? 

Dr. Lenkeiru. That is right. It is when the serialization in the 
Saturday Evening Post occurred. 

Mr. Conn. Now, did there come a time when the book actually 
appeared ? 

Dr. Lenxeiru. There came such a time, sir. 
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Mr. Conn. And at that time did you insist on reviewing the book? 

Dr. Lenxerru. Yes. I brought this up. I asked what our new 
policy line would be. I was told everyone knew it. Mr. Troup 
Mathews got up and said our new policy line with the new Chief of 
the Section, Mr. Ducloux, was “entertaining radio.” I got up and 
said, “Well, in my book talk, what use should I make of Whittaker 
Chambers’ book?” No answer. 

I went to Mr. Ducloux privately in his office, and said, “What about 
this Whittaker Chambers’ book ?”’ 

He said, “I have got to think about it. It is a very, very ticklish 
question, one that requires a great deal of thought.” I told him that 
I didn’t see why it was ticklish or why it required any particular—— 

Mr. Conn. Now, did you tell them why you wanted to review Whit- 
taker Chambers’ book ? 

Dr. Lenxeitru. Yes,sir. Itold them that I wanted to review Whit- 
taker Chambers’ book for two reasons. One, 1 was supposed to illus- 
trate and to document the cultural life of the United States. 

Mr. Coun. What was the second reason ? 

Dr. Lenxeirn. And I, as a critic, felt this was one of the greatest 
books written that spring. 

Mr. Coun. What was the second reason ? 

Dr. Lenxeiry. The second reason was that I felt that we were 
Lroadcasting to our target audience—our target audience in that pro- 
gram is the worker or the farmer—supposedly to people who hold 
Communist views, and our purpose is to bring them over, to show 
them what our political creed is, to bring them to anticommunism, 
and I felt that the best way to convert a Communist to anticommunism 
is to give him, to show him, the story of a man who has moved from 
communism to anticommunism, and who says why. 

Mr. Coun. Now, did you keep pressing your position that that 
Chambers book should be reviewed / 

Dr. Lenxerru. I did, sir. And I finally won my point. Because 
of my professional work, I met one of the foremost American lite rary 
agents in Paris. 

Mr. Conn. Did she tell you that this Chambers book was a very 
important book in France : and would be very effective if used over the 
Voice of America ? 

Dr. Lenxerru. Yes, sir. I asked her what books would be impor- 
tant in the list as of interest to a large number of Frenchmen, as 
books, and she ment ioned this ( ‘hambers book. 

Mr. Conn. Did you go back and tell that to your superiors, and did 
you insist that the Chambers book be reviewed ? 

Dr. Lenxerru. I did, sir 

Mr. Coun. And did you prepare a review of the Chambers book? 

Dr. Lenxerrn. I did,sir. I wrote that review in the office on June 9. 

Mr. Coun. Now, before the review was broadcast, did the policy 
director of the Voice, when you called him for information, 
question whether or not you had the authority to review the book? 

Dr. Lenxerru. Yes. I called the policy director of the Voice to 
ask him how I should describe Alger Hiss. I had mentioned that 
Witness, the title, came from the fact that Whittaker Chambers had 
witnessed, you see, against this man, and I asked how he should be de- 
scribed, whether the State Department should be mentioned or not. 
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Mr. Conn. Will you tell us whether it should be mentioned or not ? 

Dr. Lenxeiru. Mr. Kretsmann said to me: “What? Why for 
heaven’s sake, why are you talking about that book?” And I repeated 
my story—you know, a good example of a Communist switching—he 
said, “Have you obtained clearance ¢” I sald ho, that mine wasn’t a 
strictly political clearance, and I } for 
other book. 

Mr. Conn. You told him you did not have LO obt un le irance, thal 
you were just going to do it; right? 

Dr. Lenxkerru. Yes. 

Mr. Conn. Now. then, did there come a time wh« you a tually 
wrote the script for this broadeast ? 

Dr. Lenxeirn. I did, that same day. 

Mr. Conn. What was that day ¢ 

Dr. LeEnKerrH. June 9. 

Mr. ¢ OLIN. Now, did there come a time Vi he you Wel t ih ind proa 
cast that script over the Voice of America ? 

Dr. Lenxerru. I did, sir, the next day. 

Mr. Coun. What day was that? 

Dr. Lenxerru. June 10. 

Mr. Coun. What happened to you on June 11? 

Dr. Lenxeriru. As I said previously, I was called in at 5:20, and 
I was told that as of 6 o’clock my services would no longer be required. 

Mr. Coun. Did they say anything about a defiant attitude on your 
part ¢ 

Dr. Lenxerru. Yes. Those were the reasons they gave. 

The CuarrmMan. Counsel, will you find out whether, under normal 


, 


adn’t obtained clearances 


procedure, she had to get clearance to rey 1eW a boo! 

Mr. Coun. Under the normal procedure, the chairman would like 
to know, did you require clearance in order to review a book? 

Dr. Lenxerru. Well, I had done this work for 6 months. I had 
never been told—I had never obtained any clearance. I had never 
heard of anyone else getting such clearance. 

Mr. Conn. And you just took the pos ition you co ild go ahead and 
do this on your own initiative, and you did so; is that right? 

Dr. Lenxerru. Well, it was my responsibility to select the books 
I would talk about. I mean, that was part of my whole job. 

Mr. Conn. Now, the day you were fired, the day after having broad- 
cast this Chambers script, let me ask you this: What were the reports 
on your efficiency, on your performance at the Voice of America ? 

Dr. Lenxetru. I have never seen any such reports, sir. When I 
first came in, they mentioned the fact that I lacked competence, and, 
as I say, my French is practically that of a native, and the head of 
the section’s wasn’t. And I asked, and they hesitated about that, and 
then they informed me that I lacked cultural background to judge 
books. Iam a professional book reviewer. 

Then Mr. Herrick said, “Let’s face it, Nancy. No matter what 
your competence was, we couldn’t keep you, because of your attitude.” 

Mr. Conn. He said no matter what your competence was, they 
couldn’t keep you, because of your attitude ? 

Dr. Lenkerru. Yes, in the presence of four other people he said 
this. 








172 STATE DEPARTMENT INFORMATION PROGRAM 


Mr. Coun. Let me ask you this. Did you, in your review of the 
Chambers book have reference to the review of the book by Sidney 
Hook in the New York Times? 

Dr. Lenxerru. I did, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Was any objection made to your use of the review of 
Sidney Hook ? 

Dr. Lenxerru. Yes. Mr. Ducloux told me that he thought it was 
the worst review. I told him I disagreed, and I used it. 

Mr. Conn. Now, let me ask you—— 

The Cuarman. Let me interrupt. Sidney Hook’s review is a fa- 
vorable review of Whittaker Chambers’ book ¢ 

Mr. Coun. Yes. We have a copy here. 

The CuarrMan. It will be marked as an exhibit. 

(The review referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 10° and may be 
found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator McCietian. May I ask the witness if a copy of the seript 
that she used on the day before she was discharged was available to 
the committee ¢ 

Mr. Coun. I will answer that, Senator McClellan. We will ob- 
taina copy of that script. 

Senator McCLetian. You do not have it now? 

Mr. Conn. We have requested it, I might say. But we have pressed 
the request, and I am sure we will get it. 

Senator McCLe.tian. I would like to find out how many times be- 
fore the witness has exercised the privilege or assumed the defiant 
attitude of one ting scripts without having them approved. 


Dr. Lenxerrn. I did have that script approved, Senator. 

Senator McCietian. You did have this script approved ? 

Dr. by NKEITH. Yes, sir. There was absolutely no breach. I did 
have it approved. There was absolutely no way in which I defied any 


of my supervisors. 

Senator McCie.tian. Well, who approved it? 

Dr. Lenxerru. Mr. Walter Ducloux, the Chief of the Section. I 
would not have broadcast it otherwise. 

Senator McCietian. Well, you were not defiant in that you went 
on the air and broadcast a script that had not been approved 

Dr. Lenxerru. It had been approved, Senator. 

Mr. Conn. Was it your original responsibility to make the decision 
that it should be broadcast? 

Dr. Lenkeiru. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. You were required to present the script? You did so? 
And they asked you not to refer to the Hook review ? 

Dr. Lenkeitu. Yes. 

Mr. Coun. Did you press the point, and refer to it ? 

Dr. LenkerrH. Yes. My defiance was, if I may say, in persuading 
him, in arguing my point and persuading him. 

Senator Symineron. I am not quite clear as to why you were dis- 
charged for reviewing a book on the air, if your review was approved. 
I think that is the point Senator McClellan is trying to get at. 

Dr. Lenxerrn. Well, I might bring to bear another point here. 
You see, the fact is that I cannot say why I was discharged. I can 
only say what I was told. I have seen no documents. I myself am no 
judge of my competence or utility there. You see what I mean? 
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Senator JAcKson. Did you not protest it? You are aware of the 
fact that you had a right of appeal ? 

Dr. Lenkeiru. I did not have a right of appeal, Senator. I asked 
the gentlemen present whether I had any right of appeal, and they told 
me I did not. 

Senator Jackson. I mean, you could find that out. As I under- 
stand, in the State Department, you can only be dismissed 

Senator Munpr. She did not have 6 months. 

Mr. Coun. She did not have a status. 

Dr. Lenkerru. But the point was that I reminded Mr. Herrick 
that I had received a personal promise from Mr. Puhan, the Chief of 
Operations, that I would be guaranteed, that I was personally guar- 
anteed by him, a transfer to another section, either Italian or E nglish, 
if it became too rough for me in that section because of my anti- Com 
munist—— 

Senator SYMINGTON. Could we go back a bit? As I understand it. 
you felt that perhaps the reason you were discharged was because of 
the review of a Whittaker Chambers book? Is that correct ? 

Dr. LenkxerrH. What did you say? 

Senator Symrneton. As I understand it, you feel that perhaps the 
reason you were discharged was because of the review of a Whittaker 
Chambers book ? 

Dr. Lenkerru. I can only say that I was discharged the day after 
I did so, and that I could never find any other— 

Senator SyMmneTon. So that you were discharged for something 
that you had been given approval of Is that correct 

Well, let us skip that and just get to this point. Let me ask you 
one more question. What was your attitude toward the Whittaker 
Chambers book? Did you approve of Whittaker Chambers and the 
book, or did you disapprove of Whittaker Chambers and the book? 

Dr. LenxerrH. My attitude was this: I was doing a book talk. My 
attitude was to show, you know, the human values, the courage and 
suffering of Whittaker Chambers, the way he conveyed it in the book, 
his appreciation of the American scene. 

The CHAIRMAN. M: ay | interrupt ‘ 4 The Senator wants to know 
whether you made a favorable or an unfavorable review of Whittaker 
G hambers’ book. 

Dr. Lenxeirn. A favorable review. I think it is a great book. 

The CuairMan. That isall. Any further questions ¢ 

Mr. CoHN. Yes. I would like to ask you this, Dr. Lenkeith. We 
were talking before about this Lincoln’s Day broadcast in 1952. Now, 
who in your Service prepared that Lincoln's Day broadeast ? 

Dr. Lenxetru. I did, sir. 

Mr. COHN. Now, Was somebody supposed to prepare that before 
you did? 

* Dr. Lenxerru. Yes. I was planning it, and Mr. Mathews told me 
1e had assigned the writing of the script to a certain script writer. 

Mr. Coun. And who was that script writer? 

Dr. Lenxerru. Her name was Marcelle Henry. 

Mr. Coun. Did you feel that her attitude was such that she should 
not be the one to write a script for Lincoln’s Day ¢ 

Dr. Lenxerru. I did feel that, sir. 

Mr. Conn. Did you bring that back to the attention of Mr. Mathews? 

Dr. Lenxetru. I did, sir, and he agreed with me. 
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fr. Coun. And did he tell you why, in spite of that, he had asked 
her to write the script ? 

Dr. LENK ITH. Yes. <igg told me he had lent her his own personal 
copy of The Prairie Years, and was giving her that assignment in the 
heaee that it might bri no about a ch: ange of heart in her. 

Mr. Conn. A change in her? 

Dr. Lenxerru. A change of heart. 

Senator Munpr. Why was that? 

Dr. Lenxerru. Well, he said she would find that Lincoln, too, had 
heen torn by doubt and had emerged as a proud leader of the United 
States. Iam rephrasing what he said, but I remember the doubt, and 
that she might have more sympathy for American tradition and 
American life. 

Senator Munpr. If he had no confide nce in her position as to the 
Ame "1can tradition, | ow come he | I ad empi love dj ner ¢ 

Dr. Lenxerrn. I asked that question, sir. You must realize that I 
nly worked there for 6 months and know very little about the back- 
orou d I asked that question of Mr. Alfred Puhan. 

Senator Munpr. It seemed a little incredible to me that here is the 
head of the sect 101 } of the Voi e of Ami rica vi ho ha sane mployee ab out 
whose loys uty} he h: as doub tS, SO he olives her a book on Line oln to try 
to convert her to the American tradition. It would be much easier, 
it seems to me, to find an employee in the first instance who believes 
j } America. 

Dr. Lenxerri. I brought that to the attention of Mr. Alfred Puhan, 
the Chief of ¢ )pe rations. 

Senator Munpr. What was his reaction ? 

Dr. Lenxetru. Well, he tried to question me as to whether I had 
any evidence of any Ce mmunist infiltration of scripts. And I refused 
tosay. Isaid Leouldn’t say that. I said I didn’t like what was being 
used. I said that it was mistaken, that it was incompetent, and that 
it led to a very unfavorable picture of the United States, which 

oincided with the myths the Communist Party is propagating in 
France. 

Mr. Puhan’s answer to me was: “You know very little. You have 
only worked here for a few months. If you knew what I know, you 
would say - .’ And in connection with Marcelle Henry, he said, 
“T knew her in Luxembourg, and I know friends of hers in New York.” 
And Iam now quoting Mr. Puhan. I have no information of my own. 
He said to me, ‘ ‘She is : ubversive.” 

The Cruarrman. How do you spell her name? 

Dr. Lenxetru. H-e-n-1 


Mr. Conn. Let me ask you this, I Lenkeith. Did you ever have 
any discussion about this Lincoln be pecibaeiboe with Bill Malten, the 
producer, who was working on that broadeast ? 


Dr. ~ NKEITH. Yes. 

Mr. Coun. What did he say to you about the idea of doing a 
Lincoln’s Day broadeast ? 5 

Dr. Lenxerrn. Well, he said: “That damn Lincoln! W hy do we 
have to talk about him again? We talk about him all the time. and he 
bores the French.” 

Mr. Coun. Mr. Chairman, at this point, we have asked the Voice of 
America to produce here a script of the Lincoln’s Day broadeast for 
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1951, which was broadcast in 1951, and I understand used in reissue 
overseas in 1952, and I am wondering if Mr. Schine can read one sen- 
tence from that script. 

The CuHairMaAn. Will you read it, Mr. Schine? 

Mr. ScuIne (reading) : 

The War Between the States had a year and a half to run. In 1864, the 
American people reelected Lincoln President. Among the letters of congratu- 
lation that came to the White House was one from the International Working 
Men’s Association It was written by Karl Marx, * * * 

Mr. Conn. Mr. Chairman, at that point, we might note Senator 
Dirksen has advised us and stated that he was invited to speak on this 
broadcast, the script with the reference to Karl Marx was presented 
to him, and he insisted that it be deleted: otherwise, he would not ap 
pear on the program, as he did not feel that a letter from Karl Marx 
was a good demonstration of the type of proof we wanted. And whe 
the deletion was not made, Senator Dirksen declined to appear on the 
program. 

Senator JAckson. How was the Karl Marx reference used? I mean 
what was the purpose in the rest of the text? 

Mr. Conn. I would be glad to hand that to you, Senator. I don’t 
see any particular purpose. 

The CHatrmMan. In other words, was this a favorable reference to 
Karl Marx? 

Mr. Conn. It certainly would seem on its face, Mr. Chairman, to 
hold him out as somebody whose approval we should be pleased about. 

Senator Munpr. Do I understand that this script was written by 
the same young lady? 

Mr. Conn. No, not at all. This was written a year before sh 
worked at the Voice. 

senator MunptT. Was it by the young lady she was suspicious about 4 

Mr. Conn. I don’t know about that. 

Do you know whether Marcelle Henry had written the script for 
the prior year? 

Dr. LENKEITH. | have no information. I was not at the Voice at 
that time. 

Mr. Coun. We will ascertain who did prepare that, Senator. 

The CHarrmMan. We will mark the script as an exhibit. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 11” and may 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator McCrietian. I would like to ask the question: How are 


/; 


you presently employed ? What are vou doing now ¢ 

Dr. Lenxeiru. I am a free lance writer and editor. 

Senator McCiettan. Have you been such, since you were « 
charged ? 

Dr. LeENKEITH. Yes. 

Senator McCue AN. Did you ever seek I irther Government « 
ployment? 

Dr. Lenxertu. I did not, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Any further questions, Mr. Counsel ? 

Senator Munpr. While he is examining that, I would like to in 
quire as to the approximate length of the book review that you wrote 
on Whittaker Chambers. 
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Dr. Lenkerru. Sir, I think we figured it out in minutes there, and 
I think we wrote it the length that was allotted to me on the program. 
I do not have the script. I think it must have been 6 to 8 minutes. 

Senator Munpr. I think it might be interesting to have that incor- 
porated in the record, Mr. Chairman. 

Dr. Lenketru. About 8 minutes, I think. 

The CHarrman. I think that is an excellent idea. 

(The material referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 12” and will 
be found in the appendix on p. 223.) 

The CHarrMan. Are you sure you were not discharged because your 
broadcasts were too le ngthy ? 

Dr. Lenketru. There was no other—— 

The Carman. In other words, you were given no reason for your 
discharge, except that they told you that you failed to cooperate, 
after you reviewed the C hambers book favor: ably. Is that correct? 

Dr. LenxerrnH. Yes. 

The CuarrMan. Is there any doubt in your mind today that you 
were fired because you favor: ably revie wed Cc hi umbers’ book? 

Dr. Lenkeiru. Well, it is not such a simple—it is difficult for me 
to state. The fact is this. To my knowldege—and I am not sure of 
this—I do not believe that any other use besides my own was made 
by the Voice of America of this book, which is a natural propaganda 
item. 

The CHatrMan,. I am going to ask you a very simple question. Do 
vou think you were fired because you favorably reviewed Chambers’ 
book ? 

Dr. Lenkerru. I think, Senator, that I was fired because of the 
reasons that made me review that book, and that that was just the 
last— 

The Cuarrman. And the reason that made you review it is that you 
were anti-Communist: is that right? 

Dr. Lenxerru. Yes. I felt that the program should have dignity 
and purpose, 

The CHarrman. Were you in the Department after this man, 
\uberjonois was discharged? Did you remain on in the Department ? 

Dr. Lenxerry. Yes. He was not discharged, Senator. He was 
promoted, 

The CHatrmMan. Oh, he was promoted. I thought you said he was 
removed, after complaints were filed against him. 

Dr. Lenkerrn. But he was removed toa higher position. | Laugh- 
ter. | 

The CHarrMAN. Senator McClellan ? 

Senator McCLetian. No questions. 

The CHarrman. You may step down. 

Thank you very much, Dr. Lenkeith. 

Your next witness? 

Mr. Coun. Mr. Horneffer. 


The CHamman. It is now 12 o'clock. May I say for the benefit of 


the Senators and the members of the press that are here to see it 


that the description of this proposed “collective security project,” if 
we can use that description, which Mr. Mathews wanted to promote, 


is described fully in the executive testimony. 
Senator McC.Le..an. I sug 


r¢ 


be madea part of the permanent record. 


rest that the executive testimony, then, 
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The CHatman. It will be. I think there will be a fairly heavy 
demand for it. 

(The testimony referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 13” and will 
be found in the appendix on yp. 224.) 

Mr. Coun. Will you tell us briefly what Mr. Mathews said to you? 

Dr. Lenkerru. He told us briefly that he was contemplating some 
day leaving the Voice of America and devoting himself to farming in 
Rockland County in an old Dutch house a group dedicated to collective 
living, which would embody the good aspects of Marxism, which anti- 
communism and communism had neglected, collective living, and he 
asked me whether I would join the group. He said the children would 
be brought up together. I, being interviewed by my employer in my 
first appearance at that office, said I had no children. He said that 
could be arranged. So I said I had no husband. He said that didn’t 
matter. That could be worked out. And later he added—well, I was 
curious why he wanted me, having just met me. Anyway I asked him 
what kind of people he wanted to bring there. I was a little bit sort 
of stunned. And he told me. he said, “Well, people who have no 
dogmatic religious beliefs.” 

The CHatrrMan. We have a witness here. It is now 12 o’clock. 

I would like to temporarily, for the afternoon, break off the hearings 
on the Voice, and finally clean up this matter of the intimidation of 
other witnesses, this new order that was issued. 

We can have Mr. Ford and Mr. Boy kin here at 2 o'clock. We ean 
have General Smith here at 4:30. I believe, Mr. Counsel, we will hold 
this witness for next week. 

Are you from New York, or from Washington ? 

Mr. Hornerrer. From New York. 

The Cuatrman. [| hate to call you down for nothing. 

How long will his testimony be? 

Mr. Conn. I think we could do it in 10 minutes, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. Will you raise your right hand? In this matter 
now in hearing before the committee, do you solemnly swear to tell 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God 7 

Mr. Hornerrer. I do. 

Mr. Conn. Mr. Horneffer, are you employed at the Voice of America 
right now 4 


TESTIMONY OF MICHAEL G. HORNEFFER, FRENCH UNIT, 
AUDIENCE MAIL, VOICE OF AMERICA 


Mr. Hornerrer. I am. 

Mr. Conn. Your name is spelled H-o-r-n-e-f-f-e-r; is that right? 

Mr. Hornerrer. That is night. 

Mr. Coun. Your first name is Michael ? 

Mr. Hornerrer. Michael G. 

Mr. Conn. You say you are W ith the Voice. In what capacity ¢ 

Mr. Hornt FFER. I am now in the French Unit, Audience Mail. 

Mr. Conn. Were you in the French Service of the Voice of America 
when Dr. Lenkeith, the last witness, was employed there? 

Mr. Hornerrer. I was. 

Mr. Coun. You heard her testify that Mr. Auberjonois, the head 
of the French S« rvice, had stated in the spring that Chambers’ book 
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was not to be touched with a 10 foot pole, because Chambers Was @ 
psychopath ? 

Mr. Hornerrer. I did. As a matter of fact, I was the one who 
raised the question. 

Mr. Conn. You raised the question as to whether or not the 
( hambers book should be used ? 

Mr. Hornerrer. Yes. 

Mr. Coun. Did Dr. Lenkeith correctly report to the committee, 
the answer given by Mr. Auberjonois to the effect that Mr. Chambers 
was a psychopath ¢ 

Mr. Hornerrer. That is correct. He stated that we shouldn’t touch 
that book with a 10-foot pole, that Mr. Chambers was a psychopathic 
case, 
Mr. Coun. Now, let me ask you this During the period of time 
you were with the French Service, did you encounter any scripts 
which you considered detrimental to the best interests of the United 
States of America ? 

Mr. Hornerrer. I did. 

Mr. Conn. And did you object to those scripts? 

Mr. Hornerrer. I did. 

Mr. Conn. And have you submitted to the committee a series of 
translations from certain of these scripts indicating certain objec- 
tionable portions ¢ Have you prepared those 2 

Mr. Hornerrer. Yes: I have. 

Mr. COHN. Now, ] have a copy of what you submitted here, and I 
just want to read you 1 or 2 sentences from each of those scripts, 


all, there was a script of January 6, 1953, w ritten by Mar- 
enry Is that the Same one refel red to by Dr. Lenkeith ? 

Mr. Hornerrer. I don’t believe so; no. 

Mr. Coun. I say, is that the same person, Marcelle Henry? 


‘Ir. Hornerrer. The same person; yes, sir. 
Mr. Coun. That is the same person ? 


Mr. Hornerrer. That is. 

Mr. Coun. And she wrote this script of January 6, 1953; is that 
rioht? 

Mr. Hornerrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Conn. Was that script a revi concerning itself with an 

ior named Edmund Wilson ? 

Mr. Hornerrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Conn. And did that seript conclude with the words, or did it 

ntain in it the words: 

Wilson had the knowledge and freedom of thought necessary to differentiate 
he er t] authent ideas of Karl Marx and the grossly twisted versions 

(Con writ S 


Mr. Hornerrer. Yes. sir: this was a corrected version of the original 
Mr. Coun. What did the original text have to say, just on that one 
point ? 
Mr. Hornerrer. The original text written by Marcelle Henry read: 
i ind Wilson had the knowledge and the freedom of thought which are 
necessary to differentiute between the ideas of Marx and those of the Communist 


writers who, under the pretense of propagating these ideas, only presented simpli- 
fied and dishonest versions of these ideas. 
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Mr. Coun. Now, did you feel that this was wrong, and that the issue 
at the Voice of America should not be whether the only th ng wrong 
with the Communists is that the vy were distort ing M: rx al d not fOIng 
forward on the authentic princi ples of Marx? 

Mr. Hornerrer. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. Coun. And 1% object ted to that ? 

Mr. Hornerrer. I did. 

Mr. Conn. Are you familiar with a script of September 13, 1952, 
which talked of a column entitled “Inside Wall Street”? 

Mr. Hornerrer. The title is not quite accurate. 

Mr. Coun. Well, correct me. 

Mr. Hornerrer. It was in a feature called the Review of the Week 

Mr. Conn. And was there some discussion of a column called Inside 
Wall Street ? 

Mr. Hornerrer. A newspaper column. That is correct. 

Mr. Coun. Called Inside Wall Street ? 

Mr. Hornerrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Coun. Now, in that script as it went out over the air, was Wall 
Street referred to as the den of wretchedness ? 

Mr. Hornerrer. That is correct. 

Mr. Conn. I would now like to call your attention to a broadcast 
of December 2.1952. Are you familiar with that broadcast ? 

Mr. Hornerrer. Yes: I am. 

Mr. Coun. Who wrote that broadcast ? 

Mr. Hornerrer. Marcelle Henry. 

Mr. Conn. And did that broadcast concern Edna Ferber’s book, 
The Giant ? 

Mr. Hornerrer. It did. 

Mr. Coun. And in that book, did Miss Henry in the script echo some 
views concerning the people of Texas and those who lived there? 

Mr. Hornerrer. She did. 

Mr. Coun. Did she first state: 

Miss Ferber knows the Texans well, whatever the Texans may say to the 
contrary? 

Mr. Hornerrer. She did. 

Mr. Conn. And then did she go on to say that as far as the whole 
Texan group are concerned, = men drink bourbon by the gallon, the 
women are nitwits who talk but say practically n thing, and there are 
also a lot of Mexican peons who work on the ranches and in the homes 
as servants, and who live harsh and difficult lives? 

Mr. Hornerrer. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Would you consider that good anti-Communist 
propaganda ? 

Mr. Hornerrer. I would say it is the best anti-American propa 
ganda. 

Mr. Coun. And you objected, of course, to this, and many other 
scripts which vou submitted to us, and which we will file. 

Senator Munnpr. It is also a slur, Mr. Chairman, on the great Re- 
publican State of Texas 

Senator McCuietian. May we ascertain at this time: You say you 
protested. I would like to know to whom, and who overruled your 
protests and reviewed these broadcasts ? 
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Mr. Hornerrer. This particular broadcast, sir, I didn’t have a 
to express any opinion on, because | was not in the French 
1 any more. 
Senator McCietnan. In other words, you did not protest before 
wa icast ¢ 

Mr. Hornerrer. No, sir: I didn’t. 

Senator McCietian. Well, who approved it? Who is responsible 
for it being broadcast ? 

Mir. Hornerrer. I couldn’t tell you that for a fact. 

Mr. Conn. It was written by this Marcelle Henry; is that correct? 

Mr. Hornerrer. Yes. There is a feature editor and the Chief of 
the Sectiol — 

Mr. Conn. Who is the Chief of the Section? Would you tell that 
to Senator McClellan ? 

Mr. Hornerrer. The Chief of the Section now is Mr. Edward Ra- 
quello. 

senator McCLeLian. Was he then ? 

Mr. Hornerrer. I couldn’t tell you, sir. 

Phe Cuarmman. How do you spell that name? 
Mr. Hornerrer. R-a-q-u-e-]-l-o. 

Conn. One last question. Did you serve in the Armed Forces 

y the war ¢ 





MHectle 


! } 
ron 


[r. HorneFrer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Conn. In what period? 

Mr. HornerFer. In 1941 to 1946. 

Mr. Coun. And what particular assignment did you have in the 


L For 4 
\ir. Hornerrer. In Intelligence. 
. Coun. You were in Army Intelligence ? 
Mr. HorNerFrer. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Coun. I have no further questions. 
pt. Is Miss Henry still employed in her same capacity 
Vi e ¢ (merica ¢ 


- 
~ 


Ss tor Munpt. Do you ler her a suitable « mployee for that 
of your review of her works? 
Mr. Hornerrer. I had various arguments with Miss Henry, start- 
Tr ber, 1949, bee: I did not consider that her atti- 
! pel And I reeall v ry plain| one day when she was 
for some reason or other. IJ heard only the tail end of the 
» referred to—and I quote “those dirty Ameri- 
I ed her 1 ; he didn’t go back to France if she felt 
(nd e inton : re h, that in iran e she 
) Ov ie could here. 
- Munpr. Were you at the conference on June 11 when the 
m a4 
\I ER. N¢ r 
: [unpr. You were not there? 
\f NN ). r 
| Senator Sy) rton 2 
= SYMING N. Thi broad t with respect to Texa ; tO 


t? In other words, what coverage was the 


\Ir. Hornerrer. To the French. 








Senator SYMING@ron. And ow was It done, eXa ys In other 
rc .is the broad ist 1n the French | 
Mr. Hornerrer. Yes, sir. 
Senator SyMINGTON, And it is beamed to France? Or to the rest 
of Europe, too ¢ 

Mr. HorNerrer. Well, to France and to the rest of E irope. Any- 
body can listen In. 

Senator SyYyMINGTON. In other words, it is a European broadcast 
nthe French language. Is that it? 

Mr. Hornerrer. Yes, sir. 


Senator Sy MINGTON. Joes 1t go anvwhere else beside Kurope, 


wi 


I 
based on the beaming’? 

Mr. Hornerrer. | couldn't tell. I believe it goes to north Afriea, 
and | know some of the broadeasts are re broad ast to Indochina, and l 
couldn't tell which ones are and which ones are not. 

Senator SyMineron. In other words, some of it also goes to Asia, 
too; is that it? 

Mr. Hornerrer. Yes, sit. 

Senator McCretuan. Is this a fair sample of the way we are trying 
to create a favorable impression of America abroad ¢ 

Mr. Hornerrer. Yes, sir; I believe it is. 

The CuHarrMan. Senator Mundt? 

Senator Munpr. Under whose direct’ responsibility does Miss 
Henry work? In other words, I am trying to find out who has the 
responsibility to say whether Miss Henry is fired or Miss Henry shall 
work, al | who has the “al the ! ty to Ly th S L Xas broad isl sha i gO 


on the air or it sl all not vo on the air? 

Mr. Hornerrer. You see, it is very hard for me to answer that ques- 
tion, because at the time I was with the Fren sect n I tried to find 
that out repeatedly, and I wa nable to. I know there is the chief 


of the section, who is res] ynsible. 

Senator Munpr. What was his name at the time? 

Mr. Hornerrer. Well, there have been three in the last few years. 
The first one, when I arrived at t » Voice of America, was Mr. 
Auberjonois. 

Senator Munpv. Is he still with the Voice of America? 

Mr. Hornerrer. Y 

Senator Mt NDT. Who was the next one? 

Mr. Hornerrer. The nex e was Mr. Walter Ducloux. 

Senator Munopr. Is he still with the Voice of America ? 

Mr. Hornerrer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munptr. And ( presently in cha 

Mr. Hornerrer. Mr. Raquello. 

Senator Munpr. Of course, he is still there? 


Mr. Hornerrer. Yes, sir. And, under the chief of the section, ther 


is a news edit ir, and there is a featur ed tor. 

Senator Jackson. Did you ever ask why they had written 
script about Texas? I understand you did not kno ut it 
after the broadeast l taken ] 

Mr. Hornerrer. No, sir. 

Senator J ACKSON. I mean, wha ) eivable reaso1 i they olive 
for such language? Did \ : ly about rward? 

Mr. Hornerrer. Not th { ir script; no, sir 

na a a I ; 7 
language, and the ( 
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Mr. Hornerrer. Yes, sir. I was not in the French section, and I 
only saw the French se1 Ipt w hich came to me. 

‘The CHarrman. May | interrupt’ I understand this language used 
in the script is a summarization of things said by Ferber after first 
ipproy Oo what Ferber said. 

Mr. Hornerrer. Yes, sir. I have not read the book; so I cannot 
tell you how accurate it Is. 

The CHarrmMan. Do I make my self clear ? Do I understand in this 
particular broadcast this Miss or Mrs. Henry first stated that Ferber 
knew about the Texans; that, despite what they said, she was an 
authority ¢ 

Mr. Hornerrer. I beg your pardon, sir? 

The Cuamman. I understand that the person writing the broad 
cast approved this language, which in effect summarized what Ferber 
said about the Texans. 

Mr. Hornerrer. Yes, sir 

Mr. Cuairman. Let me ask you this: If I were a member of the 
Communist Party, and I wanted to discredit America and further the 
Communist cause, could you think of any better job I could do helping 
out the Communist cause than by beaming to Europe the type of 
material which you have just described ¢ 

Mr. Hornerrer. No, sir; not possibly. 

The Cuairman. In other words, you feel we are doing a great servic 
to the Communist cause in beaming this material out in the so-called 
fight against covery agi 

Mr. Hornerrer. Yes, s 

Phe CHAIRMAN, Thank you, Mr. Horneffer. You are an example 
of the good people we have over on the Voice. Thank God we have 
you and people like you over there, or the situation would be much 
worse than itis. I know on this particular desk you have been fighting 
a hopeless battle, and on some of the desks we have had very much 
better results than on this desk. 

I have been very much disturbed over the fact that in exposing the 
subversion and the Communists on some desks it may appear that this 
committee is attempting to make an attack upon the idea of a Voice of 
America. I think the idea is excellent. I think it has been very badly 
—_ ~ some sections up to this date. : 

nator Munpr. In the process that you operate under, up in New 
Yc rk City, you also have a monitoring system, do you not, to get 
reports back from France as to the reaction of the French to the 
broadeast ? 

Mr. Hornerrer. Yes, sil 

Senator Munpr. Do you see those monitor reports ? 

Mr. Hornerrer. I used to see them when I was in the French Sectio1 

Senator Munpr. I wonder if the reaction of the French as referred 
to here in those reports indicates the fact that they are actually doing 
the kind of damage which I am sure must be being done over there. 

Mr. Hornerrer. No, sir; not to my knowledge. And, if I may 
explain why: 

We have a radio oflicer in Paris. However, he is not the monitor 
of the programs, the French programs. The monitor is a Frenchman, 
who does not know about our aims. Asa matter of fact. from the tone 
of his reports, I imagine he knows very little about America. His 
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reports have been, on the whole, with possibly u very, very few ext ep 
tions, entirely favorable, even when there was very damaging material 
going on the alr. 

Senator Munpr. In other words. you do not see the letters the 
Frenchmen write. You vet your information chant eled through some 
particular I’rench monitor: is that elt ¢ 

Mr. Hornerrer. I have seen the letters, until September of last fall. 
I saw all the reports that came in. There was one program which I 
considered very damaging to us, which was entirely approved by that 
monitor. He thought it was excellent. That program was an inter- 
view at a French school in New York, and the interviewer asked if 
there was any culture in America. And the head of the school an- 
swered, “Yes: { think so. But. of course, it is quite different from 
French culture.” 

Senator J ACKSON, Has this same technique been used | efore on these 
broadcasts 2 In other words, without the commentator stating his or 
her personal opinions; that they instead have quoted from a book that 
would give a poor picture of American life? In other words, it is like 
my saying, “I am not saying that Texas is bad, but here is what the 
author says about Texas,” and then proceeding to read from the book ? 

Mr. Hornerrer. I would say, sir, that both are true. 

Senator JACKSON. But has that technique been used before? 

Mr. Hornerrer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. In other words, so that the person who is doing 
the writing is in the clear, using the quotes, however, from books that 
are damaging ? 

Mr. Hornerrer. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Do you recall any somewhat similar instances 


rl 
7 
ie 


where that occurred ? 

Mr. Hornerrer. Of quoting from a book? 

Senator JACKSON. Quoting from a book and giving a damaging 
picture of the United States. 

Mr. Hornerrer. Yes, sir. I have a more recent example of that; 
a book review, again by Marcelle Henry, which went on the air on 
January 22. It was a review of The Second Happiest Day, by John 


Phillips, and the way it was presented is this: 


Critics are already voicing their admiration: A great book—a novel one can 


read for amusement and information at the same time * The work of 
a young man of great talent And in connection with him the name 
of Scott Fitzgerald is again mentioned. s3ut have you read Fitzgerald? One 


must read him to understand a strange and fascinating period of American life, 
a period when youth was jittery and pleasure-mad, when le jass-hot was the 
rage, when savage dances created a frenzy in the dancehalls and speakeasies 

where, during prohibition, homemade liquor was drun! A weltschmertz was 
torturing youth, throwing it into a vain sensuality, in search of intoxicating sen- 
sations. “Those sad young men” one used to say about the young Americans of 
1920-30, who were also called “the lost generation.’ 





And she goes on to say this: 


And now, here we find in the book of John Phillips, just out, another lost 
generation, young lives in search of pleasure Those who belong to 
what we call “society” are the descendants of the Mayflower Pilgrims, all thos 
who have distinguished themselves in the history of the Nation: and, natura 
those we could describe as “the aristocracy of money,” the millionaires who 
live on Fifth Avenue. * * If I tell you all this, it’s only because this is 


] * 


environment John Phillips describes and with him we visit the 
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leges established for the sons of prominent families, the luxurious night clubs, 


s ‘ * 
all those eve! which otherwise e only mentioned in society columns, * ® 


Si r JACKSON. Well, in the balance of the review, was there any 
AIANCcING off about the good side of America? In other words, they 


used the book in that case to give, like we would find in any country, 


Mr. Hornerrer. No, sir. There is only one possible redeeming 


featur n that script : that she does slip in that “to conclude, here 
Wwe ive a whole group of young people of the American ‘between the 
wars generation. * * * 

S tor Jackson. This was the “roaring twenties,’ I suppose, or 
Mr. Hor FER. Well, as I understand it, the Philly ore 
si ( ] ( “ | | ral ( t 
wi l you up tot \ I Hie But the wav the ( 

1 } ented ISI] i ! 
f American youth oT nov 
. eckson. And it @ i bad picture for t 
Mr. PFI It most certainly do 
| I don’t ] 7 that 7 { ) nea twe if LS 
re of A in ye ha It may h t } 
\l in youth. 
( But the tenden t revi ‘ 
ds lly te lof Aj vout ¢ 
Mir. H FER. ¥ 
I ( RM In June of Malik speech re the 
\ 1 : if cers | ae Voice. 
ana ) 
Mr. Horn The spe I recall wroadcast 
Le e afternoo) | | n duty ther It was 
a oat la Phe Chief of the Section, Mr. Auberjonois, happened to 
be the it t » tim i | ed Him tA text of this broad ist ind 
asked him if he could get a directive, if we had a directive, as to how 
to handle U. He said he didn’t know. He called up the Policy Di- 
rector. And the directive I fin ally vot, and the text I had to prepare 


to vo on the air that same day was simply 4 rebroadcast of that speech, 
W shortened the beginning of it. whic h was just a diatribe against 
America, the usual thine. But we had no comment whatsoever, no 
explanation, no answer, nothing at all. 

The CHarrMan. In other words, the speech was rebroadcast under 
the sponsorship of Voice of America? 

Mr. Hornerrer. Yes, sir. It was free publicity for Mr. Malik. 

Senator Munpr. Do we normally broadcast speeches of the Russian 
Communists on the Voice of America that way? Or was that an 
exception ? , 

Mr. Hornerrer. No, sir. It was not an exception, in the sense that 
n our news programs we gave the statements made by the Russians, 
the Soviet. in the U. N. : 

Senator Munpr. Do you know whether we have an arrangement 
with the Russians so that we give them broadcast fees for that? 

Mr. Hornerrer. No, sir: I don’t know. 

The Crrarmman. Any further questions? 

Senator Jackson? ~ 

Senator Jackson. No. 
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STATE DEPARTMENT INFORMATION PROGRAM—VOICE 
OF AMERICA 


SATURDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1953 


Unirep Srates SENATE, 
SENATE PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON 
INVESTIGATIONS OF THE COMMITTEE 
ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
New York, N. Y. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to Senate Resolution 40, agreed 
to January 30, 1953, in room 318 of the Federal Building, Senator 
Joseph R. McCarthy, chairman, presiding. 

Present: Senators Joseph R. McCarthy, Republican, Wisconsin; 
Charles E. Potter, Republican, Michigan; John L. McClellan, Demo- 
crat, Arkansas; Henry M. Jackson, Democrat, Washington; Stuart 
Symington, Democrat, Missouri. 

Present also: Roy Cohn, chief counsel; Donald Surine, assistant 
connsel ; David Schine, chief consultant ; Henry Hawkins, investigator. 

The CuHatrman. The committee will come to order. Is Dr. Glazer 
here ¢ 

Doctor, would you stand up and raise your right hand? 

In this matter now in hearing before the committee, do you solemnly 
swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
so help you God ? 

Dr. Guazer. I do. 

The Cuarrman. Will you sit right over there, Doctor, if you will? 

Before the witness commences to testify, I would like to comment 
upon an article in one of the national magazines this week. This is 
intended as no criticism of the magazine. It is one of the better 
ones. It carries a question and answer series with Dr. Compton, 
the former head of the Voice. I note the statement: 

Among the available experts McCarthy has not yet called is Dr. Wilson M. 
Compton, who recently resigned after serving for a year as Director of the 
International Information Administration * * *. 

I think the record should show that Dr. Compton was in executive 
session on February 16, at which time he aan for 48 pages. He 
and General Stoner were in public session on February 17, at which 
time the testimony of General Stoner and Dr. Compton and some 
other witnesses, who were interrupted from time to time, covered 

106 pages. 

I think it should be clear that this is an error; that Dr. Compton has 


been called. 
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I note also that Dr. Compton, the former head of the Voice, makes 
this statement, in regard to the committee. He says: 

They've heard witnesses of their own selection. So far they have refrained 
from putting on the record the facts which would show why the decisions which 


he withesses are criticizing were made 


I th nk we should make it clear that we have called a number of wit 


hess ivgested Ly Dr. Compton. He Was on the stand himself. 
(ieneral Stoner, whom he isked to have heard, was heard. Charles 
Carrigan, suggested by Dr. Compton, was heard. Reed Harris, who 


gested by the De partme! it. was heard. 
We told Dr. Compton at the time to suggest the names of any wit- 
nesses he desired to. as we would be glad to hear all of them. I think 


we mde cleal then, and tf not we want to make it doubly clear now, 
that any witne ss, Or any ndividu | who 1s —— sel) mentioned In 
testimony, will have a full opportunity to app in publie session 
md inake such statement ld give such testimony aus he desires, 


Qne of the matters upon \ hie 1 the comm {tee Was « riginally deeply 


concerned was the construction of the two Ke \ radio transmitters, one 
known as Baker West, the other known as Baker East. Baker West 
ocated Il e State of Washi oton near ittle, and Baker Kast 
located wu North ¢ ‘arolina. The eng — ; testified that if the con- 
truction were to continue on both of » transmitting facilities, it 
would result in a loss of about S18 sh They testified that they 
were located within the so-called maenetic storm area and being 
Pcaled n that rea. the r: aio sig il Vi ld e Wwe ik: that it would 

< tremend s amount of power, tremendot sly powerful equip 
ment, to re ich the target area, that is. Russia and the satellite nations. 

We asked the Bureau of Standards to conduct a study upon this 
<ubje t. called a propagation study. I should mention ‘te at the Voice 
of America did not ask for such a study. It was available to them 
free Instead of that, they asked for a study by MIT, Massachusetts 
Institute of Te hnology ; and while MI very well equipped to 


conduct a number of studies, Lp] arently they ire newcomers 1n this 
ield; at least, they have not rendered a report up to this time, although 
the report has run to roughly $600,000 on Baker East and other 
pro] ct 

I have before me today the report bre the Bureau of Standards, 
which they just handed me. It is a very lengthy report, and I think 
we should read into the record one s mall Wickidis of tebe regent. Here 
they are referring to Baker West. 


lo deliver a satisfactory signal on at least 90 percent of the days, at a given 
ime of the day, a transmitter located at Seattle would require about 50 times 
the power of a transmitter at San Francisco or San Diego. 

That is the Bureau of Standards report. 

The entire report will be marked as an exhibit and made a part of 
the record. 

(The report referred to was marked as exhibit No. 14, and will be 
found in the appendix on p. 224.) 

The CHatrmMan. The first witness will be Dr. Glazer. 

l am going to ask the Senators, if they will, to bear with me, and 
have the counsel first go through what he considers the pertinent testi- 
mony of the doctor, and, if that is agreeable, then open it to question- 
ing by the Senators. 
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Is that O. K.? 
Mr. Counsel ? 
Mr. Conn. Would you give us your full name, please ? 


TESTIMONY OF DR. SIDNEY GLAZER, CHIEF, HEBREW SERVICE, 
VOICE OF AMERICA 


Dr. Guazer. Sidney Glazer. 

Mr. Conn. Sidney Glazer ? 

Dr. Guazer. Yes. 

Mr. Coun. And where are you currently employed ? 

Dr. GuazeR. I am now employed in the New York offices of the 
Voice of America. 

Mr. Conn. What position do you hold with the Voice of America. 
Dr. Glazer ? 

Dr. Guazer. I am Chief of the Hebrew Service. 

The CuaiMan. May I interrupt ? 

Doctor, will you get nearer to the microphone? Is that a loud 
speaker, incidentally ¢ 

\\ ill you get nearer to it.a Li trva d speak a J ttle loude ¢ 

Mr. CouN. You say yo re C ef of the Hebrew Service of the 
Voice of America / 

Dr. Guazer. That is correct. 

Mr. Coun. And for how lo ga pe riod of time have you held that 
post, Dr. Glazer ? 

Dr. GLAZER. Just about 2 years now. 


\T 
Vir. ¢ 


oun. And how long a period of time have you been with the 
Voice of America ? 

Dr. GLazErR. Almost 5 year 

Mr. C‘OHN. Would you tel] us iu t Ww hat the Hebre \ service of the 
Voie of Americn is? 

Dr. GuAzer. The Hebrew Service of the Voice of America is a unit 
of some 6 full-time and 4 part-time people engaged in preparing 30 
minutes of broadcast material beamed to Israel in the Hebrew 
cuage every day. 

Mr. Coun. Now, do these broadcasts reach the State of Israel ? 

Dr. (GLAZER. ) ou mean are they heard ¢ 

Mr. Conn, Are they heard in Israel ? 

Dr. Guazer. Yes; they are. 

Mr. Coun. Are they heard by audiences speaking the Hebrew lan- 
guage in any other part of the world as well ? 

Dr. Guazer. Yes; they are. 

Mr. Conn. Now, you ar the Chief of this Service. Who is your 
superior / 

Dr. Guazer. Gerald Dooher. 

The CHatrMan. Is Mr. Gerald Dooher here? 

Mr. Conn. I think Mr. Dooher is here today, Mr. Chairman. 

The CrarrMan. I think it might be a good idea to have your su- 
perior step up here and take a seat beside you. He may want to com- 
ment on some of the testimony you have. 

Mr. Dooher ? 

Mr. Doonrr. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Would you raise your right hand and be sworn? 
In this matter now in hearing before the committee, do you solemnly 


io 
la 


n 
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swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so 
help you God ? 

Mr. Doourr. I do. 

The Carman. Would you pull a chair up beside Dr. Glazer, Mr. 
Dooher ? 

Incidentally, how do you spell your name, Mr. Dooher? 


TESTIMONY OF GERALD F. P. DOOHER, ACTING CHIEF, NEAR EAST, 
SOUTH ASIA, AND AFRICAN DIVISION, VOICE OF AMERICA 
(TAKEN CONCURRENTLY WITH THAT OF DR. SIDNEY GLAZER. 
CHIEF, HEBREW SERVICE, VOICE OF AMERICA) 


Mr. Doouner. D-o-o-h-e-r. 

The Cramman. And your first name, Mr. Gerald ¢ 

Mr. Doourr. Gerald F. P. 

Phe Cuarmman. And your title is what? 

Mr. Dooner. I am Acting Chief of the Near East, South Asia, 
and African Division of the Voice of America. 

The CuairMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Conn. Now, Dr. Glazer, during the period of time you have 
been Chief of the Hebrew Service, what has been your conception 
of the duty and obligation of the Hebrew Service of the Voice of 
\merica ¢ 

Dr. Guazer. We have had a twofold aim, or rather the American 
policy that we are carrying out has two major objectives in Israel: 
First, to counter Russian propaganda, and second, to create an 
atmosphere that would be conducive to the development of stable 
and peaceful relations between Israel and her Arab neighbors. 

Mr. Conn. Now, have you had any personal experience with 
methods of countering Communist propaganda ¢ 

The Cuatrman. May I interrupt? I would like to say to the 
photographers that we have a rule that no flash pictures will be taken 
during the hearing. It disrupts the witness’ testimony, makes it dif- 
ficult for him to testify. We also have a rule that the photographers 
not get so near to the witness that he is more conscious of them than 
he is of his testimony. 

Are you taking flash pictures? 

May I ask the witness: Does this disturb you? 

Dr. GuazEr. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Coun. Dr. Glazer, have you personally made any study of 
Communist techniques of propaganda? 

Dr. Guazer. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Coun. And under whose auspices did you make such a study? 

Dr. Grazer. The study was ordered by a subcommittee of the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee back in 1947, and after sev- 
eral months of research the results were published in a formal pub- 
lication of the United States Government. I happen to have it with 
me now. It is called The Strategy and Tactics of World Communism: 
The Near East. 

Mr. Coun. I might ask you this: Based on your familiarity with 
the techniques of Communist propaganda, what was your conception, 
n your position as Chief of the Hebrew Service, as to the attitude of 
the Soviet Union toward Jews and other minority groups? 
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Dr. Guazer. Well, it was very clear to me, even before the latest 
manifestations of Soviet hostility toward Jews and other minorities, 
that Soviet policy was aimed at the ¢ uppression and, if necessary, 
con plete extinction of any group threatening in any way the regime 
lImposeq DY the Communists in 1918. And I fe It it ny deepe St obliga 
tion to do everything I could to expose this policy, to make it clear 
bevond the slightest shadow of a doubt that this not only was olead 
at the partr ilar small groups that were scattered throughout the 


Soviet Union, but was a prelude to attack on and ultimate domination, 


if it were achievable, over the rest of the world. 
oa HAIRMAN. In other words, you were not taken in by the Com- 
munist propags anda to the effect that they had civil liberties in Russia 


and that the rights of all minorities were so se rupulously honored. 

Dr. Guazer. No. I was not. A very early indication of their true 
intentions was the atten pt to sup pre ss the Hel rew langus ive, which, 
even 30 years ago, was deemed inimical to Soviet interests. And since 
ther "‘hothion has taken place to induce me to conclude that there 
has been any change of heart on the part of the Communists. 

The only question in my mind was when there would be aggressive 
overt physical violence. Long before the Prague trial which brought 
Soviet anti-Semitism out into the light, attacks on such minorities 
as the Moslems throughout the Soviet Union seemed to me tremen- 
dously significant and made it clear that it was only a question of time 
until] they would get to the Jews and other religious and ethnie groups. 

Mr. Coun. Now, you say that this was your belief at that time. 
Did there come a time, within the last few months, when the Soviet 
Union took certain overt physical acts which confirmed the belief 
you _ held? 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Counsel, I think that is public knowledge. 
The committee will take notice of that without even any testimony 

[In other words, there is no question about the fact that late last fall 
the Communists started to execute Jewish people on the cround that 
they we 7 Jewish people. I do not believe we need testimony on that. 

Mr. Coun. Do you recall approximately when this occurred, Dr. 
Gienat 
Dr. Guazer. Yes, late in November of 1952 
Mr. Conn. Now, would you describe for the committee the effect 
these acts of the wor iet Union on the He bre ~w Service of t h » Voice 
of America? How did that affect the type program you weal 1 send 
over to Israel and the type issue you would have for those who lis- 
tened to the Hebrew-language broadcasts throughout the world ? 

Dr. (JLAZER. It Cal sec us to change our wi ole concent of pro 
eraming practically overnight. It was a relatively simple thing to 
do, because we were prepare a for it. As Isaid a moment ago, it was 
only a question of time when we would put into effect the various 
P lay Ss prepare d to take care of the contingency when it arose. 

The CHatrMan. In other words, when the Communists became 
f 


openly anti-Semitic, you felt that you had a tremendous propaganda 


, 
t 
OO) 


weapon handed to you? 
Dr. Guazer. Yes, we did. 
The Cuatrman. The weapon of truth, which you could bring not 

only to the Jewish people a ninority groups throughout the world 
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had been sold on the idea that communism meant lack of dis 

crimination and complete freedom for all minorities. Is that right ? 
Dr. Guazer. Yes, that was the eae or 

The Cuamman. Then will you tell us what happened when you 


started to use that propaganda weapon ¢ 
Dr. Guazer. May I mention that our own conception of the way t 
capitalize on the opportunity was reinforced by a cable from the 


Ame! i! Kmbassy in Tel Aviv. whi 





l, quite independe ILIV, 


west lar | ne ot pproach 

since 1 cable coincided SO C los se]y l with wh at we alread had 
mind, it was very easy for us to im plemer t the Embassy directive. 

What makes this cable particularly significant is the fae 
that the approximately 1 year and : i half of eaeeavente of the 
feb ervice, we had not received a slentin specific directive from 
the kK ba - reg irdi FY COU! terpropaganda. Ve ( ‘d vet many mes 
sages regarding other aspects of our program, but never until this 


moment one bearing directly on the Russian problem 

Phe CrarrmMan. In other words, the Em! USSY at this time agreed 
with you that you had a good poopene weapon— 

Dr. Guazer. Yes, the atmosph » then was so right, so perfe ‘t, for 


The Cuamrman. Let me finish—that you had a perfect propaganda 
weapon; that by disseminating the truth, you could very effectively 
fieht com) sm in that area ? 

Dr. Guazer. Yes. 

The CuHatrrmMan. There was no misunderstanding between your des 
and the Embassy in Israel at that time ? j 

Dr. Grazer. None at all. I have the message, if you would care for 


1 
Ky 


Mr. Conn. You made a copy of the cable? 

Dr. Guazer. Yes. 

The Cuarrmman. We will mark it and make it an exhibit 

(The cable referred to was marked as exhibit No. 15 and may be 
found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

The Cuamman. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Conn. Now, following the re ceipt of this cable confirming vour 
own belief, did you make elabor: ate plans to take advantage of this 
great issue that had been presented, the issue of the true story con- 
cerning Soviet persecution of the Jews and other minority groups? 

Dr. Guazer. We did, indeed. And, for the next week, practically 
every minutes of our ee ee was devoted to expressing the 
reaction of the ‘eddie 1 peop le to this horrible development. We 
used some very e {fective materials from official statements of the Presi- 
dent, the Secretary of State, and other members of the Government 
and Members of the Congress, not only quotations, but their actual 
voices through tape recordin os. Exceedingly effective was a roundup 
of press reaction from all over the country, indicating American revul- 
sion at this final blow— 

The CHarrman. May I interrupt? You and I have both been re- 
ferring toa propaganda weapon I think we perhaps should refer to 
it as a counterpropaganda weapon, in that the Communist propa- 
ames pester in that area and all other areas of the world, that they 
give all religious and racial groups complete freedom, and this was 
a weapon to counter that Communist propaganda. Right? 








The CuatrMan. So lt e should } refe ) it ’ 
terpropaganda weapo 

Mr. Conn. In other words, Doctor, would it be fair to say tl 
nvthing thi the e Hh | 
ist f f ( ef f f 
by the S t purges? 


part Was l ( € D ol Hy lat 
¢ ive progrTra S \ tage ¢ 

Dr. Gy | ( lh t ey Ly, exact 
the « | ( 

\I ( N | Y)) ts 1) ‘ r ww { 
eut ae g 

The ( ( rior to.) 

( ] S \ on regime 

| (a I 0 I Oo I eC! 1 te 
ol } ) rs ( t | ( t \ } 
til we ( to be t off all 

\i ( 1) I V oraert Cie li n ¢ the 
entire H rew Lang ves ol e \ Ame é 

Dr. Gi KE: 

Mr. Conn. 1 9 
ve | s peopl 
Wa = i 

T ay 

1) Cy i il é t 

M ( w. | ve f tha t atter ve were 
presented wit t 3; splen issue of 1 rity ‘ ution bv the 
mPoviet U1 mn ¢ 


Dr. Giazer. This news reached us within 10 days after the Pragus 
trial verdicts were announced. 


The CHatrMAN. Senator McClellan ? 

Senator McCiet.an. I wanted to ask you: Who issued the order? 
You say vou were ordered to close down the service. 

Dr. Guazer. The order was never issued to me directly. I was only 
told about it. unofticially. : 


Senator McCLELLAN. Who told you‘ Let us get the source of 
responsibility established. 

Mr. Guazter. I was told it unofficially by my chief. Mr Dooher. 

Senator McCLetian. He told you unofficially. 

Dr. Guazer. Unofficially. 

Senator McCiettan. Do you know the source of his orders or 
instructions ? 

Che Cuarrman. Perhaps, Senator McClellan, we should have Mr. 
Dooher testify on that point. He is under oath. Would you care to 
direct your questions to him ? ; 

Senator McG ELLAN. I would be olad To have Mr. Dooher testify. 

Mr. Dooner. Senator, the order was in the form of a directive from 
the International Information Administration in Washington. The 
order was signed by Mr. Reed Harris, who was the Acting Adminis- 
trator of the Administration at the time of the absence of Dr. Compton, 
who was in Europe. 

Senator McCretian. Do you have a copy of the order? 
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The Cuamman. Would you speak a little louder, Mr. Dooher? 

Mr. Doonrr. I have a quotation from the order. 

Senator McCietitan. Would you make that a part of the record? 
Mr. Doouer. Would you care for me to read it 

Senator McCiectan. I suggest, Mr. Chairman, that he read only 
that part which is pertinent to this issue. 

The Cuairman. I would say that if the order is lengthy we are 
interested in the fact that they ordered you to do away with the 
Hebrew desk and that the order is signed by Reed Harris. That is 
sufficient. 

We will mark that as an exhibit and make it a part of the record. 

(The order referred to was marked as exhibit No. 16 and may be 
found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator McCiettan. What is the date of the order ? 

Mr. Doonrr. The date of the order is the 5th of December, received 
in New York on December 9. 

The Crarrman. Incidentally, Mr. Dooher, may I ask this question: 
I have been reading about these disgruntled employees who have been 
testifying. Are you by any means a disgruntled employee ? 

Mr. Doonrr. No, Senator. As a matter of fact, I suppose I am 
what you might call a “gruntled” employee because I have just been 
promoted to the position of Acting Chief of my Division in the State 
Department, and I have made suc *h a remarkable rise in the last few 
years that I am rather suspicious of myself. I think I had better look 
into my background. 

The Caarman. Thank you very much. 

Go ahead, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Conn. May I address some questions to Mr. Dooher? 

Mr. Dooher, you say you have heard what Dr. Glazer, here, has said. 
Did you share his view that the Soviet purges created a need for step- 
ping up and intensifying the Hebrew-language broadcasts to get this 
message—this true message—to the world ¢ 

Mr. Doonrr. I shared his view completely. 

Mr. Conn. And what was your reaction to the news that Mr. Harris 
in the State Department was ordering the closing down of the entire 
Hebrew language service at the very moment ? 

Mr. Doourr. Well, to me, that was the most shocking thing I had 
heard in my 8 vears in the Department of State. 

Mr. Coun. What would the practical effect of Mr. Harris’ order 
1ave been on your attempts to aalder Communist propaganda, if it 
had been carried out, in your opinion, as Chief of this Division? 

Mr. Doonrr. Well, in my opinion, the cessation of the Hebrew 
broadcasts would have a na well-struck blow in the Communist cause. 

Mr. Conn. Now, after word was received from Washington that 
such an order was forthcoming, do you know whether or not an 
immediate protest by cable was made by the Voice of America in 
New York to Mr. Harris? 

Mr. Doonrr. I do. There was such an order. 

Mr. Conn. And am I quoting accurately when I read from a cable 
which has been produced before this committee, dated December 4, 
L952 


} 


The question is whether the Information Administration, in making this order, 
has taken into account the following factors: (a) Tel Aviv has just asked us to 
use Voice of America full blast on the recent Czech anti-Semitic purges, and 
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b) while anti-Semitism flourishes behind the Iron Curtain, and where a tre- 
mendously important political issue has been handed the Hebrew desk, is this 
the time to suspend Hebrew broadcasts? 

Mr. Dooner. That is a correct quotation. 

Mr. Conn. And was a cable received in reply on the same day, read 
ing as follows, from the State Department in Washington: 

Confirming our telephone conversation with regard to your question for 
Reed Harris * * * Harris will send memorandum instructing suspension of 
Hebrew-language broudcasts as soon as possible. He states that this was clearl, 
a PAB decision. 

That means a budgetary decision, does it not? 

Mr. Dooner. That means a Program Allocations Board decision, 
which is the budgeting organization of the information program. 

The CHamman. Would you speak a little louder, Mr. Dooher ? 

Mr. Doouer. That means a Program Allocations Board decision, 
the Program Allocations Board being the budgeting group of the 
information program. 

Mr. Conn. Do you know whether or not Mr. Harris was the one 
who was presiding over the Program Allocations Board at this time ‘ 

Mr. Doonerr. To my own knowledge, I do not know, sir. 

The Cuairman. Let me ask the staff. 

Have you established the fact that Reed Harris was the Acting 
Chairman of that Board ? 

Mr. Coun. It has been so testified. Yes, we have had that in testi- 
mony, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. And Reed Harris was second to Dr. Compton in 
command ? 

Mr. Conn. At this time he was first In command. He was the 
Acting Administrator. He is today second in command for the entire 
information program. 

The CuairMan. May I say that if it meets with the approval of the 
other Senators, Reed Harris will be called to testify at 10:30 Tuesday 
morning’ in Washington. We have a considerable amount of dis- 
turbing evidence in regard to Mr. Harris, and I think that, No. 1, we 
need his testimony, and, No. 2, I think he will want to testify, and No. 
3, he has been suggested by Dr. Compton as a necessary witness, | 
believe. 

Mr. Coun. He has. 

The CHarrMan. So if it meets with the approval of the Senators, 
we will hear him Tuesday morning at 10:30 in a public hearing in 
Washington. 

Mr. Coun (continuing) : 
that this was a PAB decision, and that nothing new has happened to change that 
decision. The cable from Tel Aviv regarding the Prague trials does not alter the 
decision, particularly in light of the current budget situation. 

Mr. Dooner. That is correct. 

Mr. Conn. I might ask you at this point, Mr. Dooher: You are 
familiar with the budget situation to a certain extent, are you not? 

Mr. Doourr. I am to a large extent, particularly with reference to 
the Near East broadcasts. 

Mr. Conn. Was this argument that a substantial saving of money 
would be effected a valid argument? Did you consider that to be a 
valid argument? 
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Mr. Dooner. I considered it ridiculous. 

M r. COHN. Now, following this cable—— 

The Cnatrman. You said you considered it ridiculous? 

Mr. Doouerr. I considered it ridiculous, yes. 

Mr. Coun. Following this cable from Mr. Harris, I think you have 
told us that on December 5 a formal order was made directing imme- 
diate suspension of all Hebrew-language broadcasts, and that order 
was received December 9 in New York. Is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Dooner. That is correct. 

Phe CuatrMan. May I interrupt again, Mr. Counsel? 

You said you considered that ridiculous. Will you tell us why? 
In other words, Mr. Harris said, “We are suspending the Hebrew 
desk because of the budget,” and you said you considered that ridicu- 
lous. Will you tell us why ? 

Mr. Doorer. Yes, sir. I was later informed by our accountants 
that the saving would have been ap proximate ly $30,000, which was 
a very small sum in view of the tremendous work to be done by the 
Hebrew Service during this particularly crucial time. 

The Cuarrman. Do I understand that you had contracts with the 
people involved, you had to pay them under those contracts, and you 
would have had to tr: insport them considerable distances ? 

[ see you have raised your hand, Dr. Gis: Will you give us a 
pictu » on that? 

First, let me say this. I am not sure if we have your titles and jobs 
clear ly in the record. Dr. Glazer. you are head of the Hebrew desk # 

Dr. Guiazer. The Hebrew Service; yes. 

Phe Cuamman. You are the topman there. And Mr. Dooher, your 
title is what, again ? 

Mr. Doonrr. Acting Chief of the Near East, South Asian and 
African Division. 

1 he CuarrMan. I see. So you are the superior to Dr. Glazer, who 

a of the Hebrew desk. Is that right? 

Mr. Dooner. Yes, sir. 

Thee HAIRMAN. I am sorry, Doctor. Will you proceed ? 

Dr. GLAzER. One of the reaso1 why the all leved saving’ of $30,000 


eemed to us ridiculous is connected with the aspect of the 
\ known as contract for oversea employees. We found from 
x { e that we can't alway s locate in the United States people 
th the requisite li euistic skill and radio talent to do the first-class 


ork that we must have. Andsoa system was established whereby we 
l recruit people from overseas. This is true of many desks where 

1a need can be demonstrated. 
| tine LS€ of my own, | was able to demonst rs ate that need, bec: ause, 
contrary to the rent ral impression, competent modern Heb rew lin- 
not readily available in this country. There are many, 
f course, who understand the language but who do not know it well 


the Cuatrman. I wonder if you are not getting away from my 


Dr. GatAzer. I am getting to it. So we got two men from overseas 
ily involved our paying transporta- 
on for themselves and their families on a 2-year contract. They 

| | \ ke 8 months, and we would then have 
id to pay their transportation back, which would have eaten up 


for this purpose. This necessar 


us something like 
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almost a third to one-half of the savings that we were supposed to 
have made. 

The Cuarman. In other words, making a long story short, this 
illeged saving of $380,000 would not have been an actual saving ¢ 

Dr. GLAzER. No; it would not. 

Che CHairman. Because much of it would have been used up be- 
cause of the contract obligat 1¢ 

Dr. Giazer. Correct. 

he Cuarrman. Those already taken on by the Voice? 

Dr. Guazer. Yes. 

The Cuamman. So that you feel that the claim that this was so 
that they could save $30,000 was a phony, or not a valid claim ? 

Dr. Guazer. It was phony in another respect, because there wouldn't 
have been left even $15,000 after we deducted the contract funds if we 
carried through their suggestion to use these savings in other ways, 
namely, to prepare transcription programs for use on the local radio. 

These programs are not produced automatically. ‘They cost a 
great deal of money. In fact, we have demonstrated that a transi rip- 
tion executed by commercial producers costs 3 to 4 times as much as 
when it is done by our full-time people. 

The CuarrmMan. I often wonder why these Stevenson Democrats 
are so lone winded. 7 

J think, in view of the oreat s¢ reaming and shouting that we have 
peen using disgruntle | employee s who want to vet even with the pre- 
vious administration, it should be made clear here that Dr. Glazer, who 
has a great ee for running the Hebrew desk, is very well 
KHOWN aS a liberal, : nd made the serious mistake of being openly a 
stevenson cea Right ? 

Dr. GLAZER. \\ ell, not opel ly. 

The CuHamman. And I am sure you would not consider that a 

stake, 

Senator Symineron. Mr. Chairman, I wonder. Is this a political 
meeting ¢ 


/ 


ihe CHAIRMAN. No; I mention that only pecause or the tremendous 
amount ots aming I have been hearing that we are u o disgruntled 
empioyees. We have here tLWOo Vvé ry su cessful employees before us 


today, men who are devoted to the idea that the Voice can do an out- 
standing job it properly run. 

Is that right 4 

Dr. Guazer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. And I think no one can question the fact t 
desk has bee 1 doing an excell t je b, an outstanding }f b. 

Mr. Counsel ? 

Mr. Coun. Mr. Dooher, this order of Reed Harris was received in 
New York on December 9. Now, are you familiar with a memoran- 
dum that was sent to sg Harris, dated December 11, 1 7 my Mr. 
Francis and Mr. Pu | in behalf of the Voice of Ame 1 New 


ron Gee a Ba A 
York protes ing t] sorader ! 
T T 41 ee 1 
Mr. Doourr. I have seen that memorandum. 
Mr. ¢ HN. And is this an accurate quote Trom that memoral lum 
to Mr. ets 
Wi mplying with your order, we feel it incumbent upon us to point out 
to you again that the public-relations problem, of which you say that you are 
| not been co! tly sé d in Washington We fe it the re- 


pe rcuSsions To Wihg your ¢ ier W i be severe, 
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Mr. Dooner. That. to my recollection, 1s a correct quotat 

Mr. Coun. Now. follow ing this memorandum. did the Voice in New 
York agree fully to abide by this direction from Mr. Harris? 

Mr. Doonrer. The Voice accepted the directive, but immediately 
mace i telephoned protest to Mr. Alfred Morton, the head of the 
Voice, who was in Europe, and through him I believe to Dr. Compton, 
who also was in Europe. 

Mr. Coun. And through the protests made by telephone abroad to 
Dr. ¢ ompton and Mr. Morton. were the people in the Voice in New 
York able to secure a suspension of Mr. Harris’ order until Dr. Com] 
ton and Mr. Morton had returned to the [ nited States / 

Mr. Doonrr. We received the author ity to continue the broadeasts 
until further notice, from Dr. Compton. 

Mr. Conn. Now, is it a fact, to your knowledge, that following this, 
when word of this attempted move got out, various Members of Con 
orTess made formal protests to the State Department concerning the 
closing down of this Important Service at the time this great issue was 
presented ¢ 

Mr. Dooner. I have been so informed. 

Mr. Coun. And is it a fact that the Hebrew Language Service is 
still on the air today, in spite of Mr. Harris’ directive ¢ 

Mr. Doonrr. That is true. 

The Cuarmman. May I interrupt again? If Harris’ order had beer 
followed, roughly what date would the operations of the Hebrew desk 
have been discontinued ? 

Mr. Doonrer. The approximate date of January 15 was set foi 

iscontinuation of the broadeasts. 

Che Cramman. In other words, the machinery was put in motion 
to have this desk discontinued about the time the old administration 
left and the new one took over ? 

Mr. Dooner. Yes, sir. 

The CHarmman. Let me ask you this, also. Do you feel that if 
Harris’ order had been folowed, you would have been performil 
creat service to the Communist cause ? 

Mr. Doourr. I feel so, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. In other words, see if this is correct. You feel 
that here you had a real counterpropaganda weapon; that inter 
national communism had proved that they would not respect the 
rights of religious and racial minorities, contrary to what they had 
been preaching for so long, and you felt this information was of 
tremendous interest to the world, not only to the Jewish world but 
to the entire world, because today it might be the Jewish people who 


yr a 


( 


were being 

Mr. Dooner. That is true, sir. But I particularly felt that to go 
off the air at that particular time would have been tragic to the people 
ot Israe . when they really needed the Voice of America to show 
them that we were fighting the same battle against the Communist 


hung, and tomorrow it 1s another minority group ! 





enemy. 

The Cuatmman. Proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Coun. Now, Mr. Dooher, I might ask you this. Is this example 
of the Harris’ directive, at the time when this issue was presented, 


the only example you had seen of a directive or an order or an attitude 
assumed by people within the State Department which would, in 


your opinion, benefit the cause of international communism / 
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Mr. Doouer. It is not unique. 

Mr. Coun. You say it is not unique ‘ 

Mr. Dooner. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Have you detected ; 1 pattern, alone those lines? 

Mr. Doonuer. | have. 

Mr. Conn. Over what period of time? 

Mr. Dooner. I would say over the last year I have been obliged to 
protest at least twice against such a pattern, which began to appea 
first in strong pressures against our extremely effective Persian Siam: 
guage program to Iran, also in a critical time; later, our Persian 
language program was cut al d yur Turkish language program was 
cut, and there were several other instances, which I would like to go 
nto in detail later on. 

Mr. Coun. Was there ever any attempt to get you to eliminate the 
anti-Communist content of your broadeast ? 

Mr. DooueER. There Was all effort to h ive us re d ( drastically t he 
anti-Communist content of our broadcasts in the Persian language. 

Mr. Coun. J think that is something we will want to go into in 
further detail on another occasion, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Senator Potter of Michigan ? 

Senator Porter. Mr. Dooher. do vou col sider that the policies were 

ie result of design, or jus plain stupidity 4 

Mr. Dooner. Well, sir, I hate to go into the reasoning which may 
have been behind this pattern. However, I must say that it is ex 
actly what the Soviet Union wanted to happen. 

senator POTTER. You think it was too consistent to be just plain 
stupidity ¢ 

Mr. Doonrr. It was certainly consistent, sir, and it certainly was 





stupl . but ] believe that there wasa pattern, and stup a ty, l believe, 
does not fall into patterns. 

ae ‘AHAIRMAN. As Jim Forrestal once said: “Consistency is not 

ark of stupid! ty. Ifaman is merely stupid, he does the right thing 


onee in a while. 
Mr. Doonrr. That was my impression in this case. 
Senator Porrer. If I may, Mr. Chairman, one other question : 
Have we made any evaluation as to the effect the anti-Communist 


program has had . Isr: iel? Has it been effective, or not ? 

Mr. Dooner. Tenait but I would like Dr. Glazer, who is really t] 
expert on the Hebrew program, to answel this quest Ol more fully. 

ue Porrer. Dr. Glazer ? 

Lhe ¢ AIRMAN. Di oh tt t] e question, Doctor ? In othe words 
ifter you continued tl » program In spite of tie fact that Reed Harris 
ordered i t discontin ak ia u have any proot ot whethe r your pro- 


’ 


eram was effective, or inetlective / 

Is that your question, Senator / 

Senator Porrer. Ye 

Dr. ¢ GLAZE R. We have two types of evidence which be ars on the que S 
tion of effectiveness. The first is a semiscientific survey, that was 
made right in the field, with a group of some 50 listeners, who an- 
swered a number of questions relating to the effect that we were 
hoping to achieve. Another and perhaps even more es index 
of effectiveness is that provided by spon taneous 1 cited letter 
that have come to us from the people living in the country. 
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If I may, I would like to read two or three sentences, first from this 
evaluation survey, and then, if you like brief excerpts from the 
letters. I have a whole bagful of them. 

Senator Porrer. How many letters have you received, Dr. Glazer? 

Dr. Guazer. We have received something like 900 letters since we 
inaugurated our broadcasts. 

Senator Porrer. And was there a marked increase? 

Dr. Guazer. A tremendous increase, after Prague. 

Senator Porrrer. After the Jewish purge in the Iron Curtain 
countries ¢ 

Dr. Guazer. Yes, there was. 

Senator Porrer. Do you have any idea of the degree of increase ? 

Dr. Guazer. I would say at least fivefold in terms of Hebrew-lan- 
guage letters. 

Senator Porrer. Is that right 

Dr. Guazer. Yes. I have right here a representative of the type. 
May I read one or two sentences from it ¢ 

Senator Porrer. Yes. 

Dr. Giazer. | brought the original as well as a translation with me, 

(Dr. Glazer reads from the original, in the Hebrew language. ) 

Senator Porrer. Doctor, lam afraid you are going to have to trans: 
late it for us. 

Dr. Guazer. All right. 

After the Prague trial and following the Moscow accusations against the Jews 
and the State of Israel, the number of your listeners has grown tremendously 
The letter was dated January 30, 19538. 

\nother listener, in a letter dated January 21, 1955, from another 
city says: 

As a regular listener to the Hebrew Hour of the Voice of America, may I 
express my satisfaction with your program I was especially impressed by 
the broadcast during the Prague trial, by the recording from Radio Prague, 
and the reaction of the press in America 

I might mention here that we managed to obtain within hours, and 
replay the testimony on tape of Mr. Oren, an Israeli left-winger who 
was detained by the Communists in Prague. By playing this back 
to Israel, the effect was tremendous. I mean, here was their own 
speaking against them. 

Just to show you that this was not just a brand new approach of 
our, here is a letter dated last April: 

Like many others, I was happy that the VOA started to broadcast in He 
brew The programs are varied, and I prefer to listen to you rather than 
to our own national radio, which in my estimation is of poor quality and does 
not do enough to unmask communism 

Another letter. This was received just 2 or 3 weeks ago: 

Furthermore your Voice has a great influence in counterbalancing the con 


tinuous stream of propaganda coming from the East. 


Senator Porrrr. Doctor, I Wea like to ask one more question. 
It is my understanding that the Communist propaganda is extremely 
anti-American innature. Isthat true? 

Dr. Guazer. Yes, it is. 

Senator Porrer. And in order for us to counteract that, it 1s good 
propaganda on our part to bring out the truth as it relates to anti 
communism. Isthat right ? 
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Dr. Guazer. That is correct. 

Senator Porrer. There has been some thinking, apparently, with 
some of the policymakers of the Voice, that rather than to be anti 
communistic we should be pro-American. Has that been the evalu 
ation that some of the policymakers have made / 

Dr. Guazer. Yes. Looking at it one way, the two are almost the 
same, reconcilable: but it is easy for me to see how by following 
another theory and devoting ourselves exclusively to American ma- 
terials, we would have no time left to answer specific charges made 
by Communists. 

Senator Porrer. Thank you, Dr. Glazer. 

The CuarrMan. Senator Jackson of Washington ? 

Senator Jackson. When did the radio broadeasts start in Hebrew ? 

Dr. Guazer. We started broadcasting in April 1951. 

Senator Jackson. Did you have any trouble continuing those broad 
casts up until the time of the order that was issued, I believe, in Janu- 
ary, to terminate the broadcast? Had there been any difficulties? 
That is what I am getting at. Had there been any diffieu ilties prior 
to this final order which was to terminate the broadcast ? 

Dr. GLAZER. There were vague rumors of alleged ineffectiveness, of 
the wastefulness of broadcasting to a country where the program 
wasn't being heard at all, or if it was heard wasn’t understood. 

Senator JAcKson. You mean trouble with the signal ¢ 

Dr. (TLAZER. Yes: first it was sald that people simply couldn't hear 
the signal. 

Senator Jackson. Well, what about that? 

Dr. Guazer. Well, I have here hundreds of letters that show pre 
cisely the opposite. They are responses to individual programs. The 
people couldn't have answered the way they did if they didn’t hear it. 

Senator Jackson. And that was prior to the termination order? 

Dr. Guazer. Prior to the termination order. 

The CuarrmMan. May I interrupt, Senator Jackson ? 

Am I correct in this, that at one time you did have trouble with 
the signal reaching Israel, but after the Courier station was located 
in the Mediterranean, you got a good, strong signal into Israel ? 

Dr. Giazer. Yes: we did. 

The CHatrMan. So, in other words, there is no basis for the claim 
that this was being canceled out because of a weak signal reaching 
the target area ? 

Dr. Grazer. Absolutely none. 

The CrHatrMan. Pardon me, Senator Jackson. 

Senator Jackson. Now the second thing: You said that there was 
some criticism, as I understood your answer, that even if it could 
get there, not everyone would be able to understand it. What about 
that? 

Dr. Guazer. Such a claim was made. However, I hasten to say 
that I didn’t see it in writing. 

I should mention right now that rp tg oe all the activity lead 
ing up to the threat of suspension of the broadcast, I was never in- 
formed of it officially. 

Senator Jackson. Let me ask you this. I assume that everyone 
in Israel can understand Hebrew. 
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Dr. Guazer. Not everyone. The country has doubled its popula- 
tion in the last 5 years, some immigrants coming from areas where 
Hebrew isn’t normally spoken. 

Senator Jackson. What percentage could hear the broadcasts ? 

Dr. Guazer. I might say—— 

Senator Symrneron. Answer the question, please. 

Dr. Guazer. In 1948, when the state was founded, according to the 
official year book of the Government of Israel, 54 percent of the pop- 
ulation of Israel understood Hebrew alone. That was their only 


language oe 
Senator Jackson. That is in 1948. 
Dr. Guazer. In 1948. The presumption is that since then the 


number has increased, due to the tremendously intensive effort made 
by the Government to teach Hebrew as a means of more quickly 
integrating the new immigrants into the country. 

The Cuamman. You did not finish your answer. You said 54 per- 
cent understood no language except Hebrew. We are interested 3 
those that can understand the Hebrew language. 

Dr. Guazer. Right. Another 20 percent had Hebrew as a major 
language, meaning they could understand another language as well. 
So something like 74 percent of the population, in 1948, before the 
intensive language education program had gotten under way, were 
fully competent to understand our broadcasts in Hebrew. 

Senator Jackson. Well, now, what would you say the percentage 

ould be, starting in 1951, 3 years later from the time that you re- 
ferred to? What percentage of the population could understand He- 
brew ? 

Dr. Guazer. My guess is that at least 85 percent of the country 
would understand the bulk of what we were saying. Seventy-five 
percent, assuming they had the necessary amount of education and 
background, can understand the whole thing completely. 

Senator Jackson. In other words, of all the languages that could be 
employed to bring this message to the people in Israel, Hebrew would 
be the best ¢ 

Dr. Guazer. It certainly would. 

Senator Jackson. Now, there is one thing I am not clear on. You 
indicated that back in 1948, 48 percent could understand Hebrew, and 
that you had a lot of these people in from other countries, I assume 
from the Iron-Curtain area, and so on. Was it 54 percent ? 

Dr. Giazer. Fifty-four percent in 1948. 

Senator Jackson. Fifty-four percent that could understand He- 
brew. Was that the only language they knew ? 

Dr. Guazer. That was the only language they knew. Out of a 
population of some 700,000, there were about 350,000 people in the 
country who knew no other language but Hebrew. 

Senator Jackson. Well, how many came in after 1948? 

Dr. Guazer. Well, the country has doubled. There are now 1,300,000 


or so, 

Senator Jackson. Now, the new people that came in, could they un- 
derstand Hebrew ? 

Dr. Guazer. A good many of them could. 

Senator Jackson. I am a little confused on the percentage. In 
other words, the population doubled, and this new group coming in, 
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as I understand it, now—not so many of them could understand He- 
brew. And yet the percentage is 85. 
Dr. Grazer. I mentioned the 1948 figure. That is the only one 
available. There is nothing else. The rest of it is cuesswork, 
Looking at it in terms of whole numbers, in 1948, there were 350,- 


OOU people who understood - eee and no other. Add another 
<U percent who understood 1 1d spoke it as a first language, as well 


is perhaps English and other “E uropean languages, 

Senator Jackson. That makes a total of what? 

Dr. Giazer. Let’s say 450,000 in 1948. Well, the number did not 
lecrease in the intervening 5 years. 

Senator Jackson. But you see, what you are saying is that you are 
as iIming th uf the people \\ ho « ume mn after L948, a greater percentage 
of those people that came in, understood Hebrew. I am not trying to 
cross you aa I am just trying to get the accurate situation. That 
WO id indicate, do vou not see, that a : oher percentage ¢ f the imm 
orants into Ter vl could understand Hebrew th in the people that were 
ilready in Israel. At least. that is the wav I understand 

Dr. Grazer. No. I didn’t mean to in ply that. What I was trving 
to indicate was that, due to the tremendous efforts to teach the lang 

age, the new people coming into the country were able to learn it 
very, very quickly. 

Senator Jackson. I get it. 

Dr. Guazer. The Government made a sustained and systematic 
effort to teach it. asa prime requisite for integration. 

Senator Jackson. To teach it. Now, let me ask you this other thing. 
What other medium has heen used to br ing the story To the people of 
Israel and to the Jewish people thro oho if EK rope? Because | under- 
tand this broadeast in Hebrew was beamed not only to Israel but 
t- Jewish people behind the [ron = urtain for ex umple, and elsewhere. 

Dr. Guazer. Using 
broadeasts directed toward a given area. However, if you are loe aad 
in those regions where the signal crosses, you can hear it. But our 
content is not primarily directed to those people. 

Senator Jackson. Well, but it is directed to the Jewish people, and 
I assume that countries other than Israel could pick up the broadeasts. 

Dr. Grazer. Yes, they can. And I have a number of letters indi 
cating that fact, despite our not beaming specifically to these areas, 
the sional can be heard there. 

Senator o ACKSON, Were there any other media used besides the 
radio program ¢ 

Dr. Guazer. Yes. All the branches of the international information 
program, such as movies and press and the like 

_ CHARMAN. Senator Jackson, may I interrupt? 

T think at this point it should be clear that we are talking about 
beaming a program to the Jewish people. I think it should also be 
clear that one of the major bbactires of the Hebrew desk was also 
to reach the Arabic world. Right? And to try to prevent friction 
between the Jewish people and the Arabic people. Is that right? 

Ir. GuAzer. T should sav that was the function of the Near East 
Division, of which we were a part. Our assignment was principally 
with the Hebrew-speaking people living in Israel. 

Senator Jackson. Yes. Well, I had understood also, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the broadcast was a broad one, that it was directed not just 


the word “beam” in a narrower sense, we mean 
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to Israel alone but to the Jewish people in a wide area in the Near 
East and elsewhere. 

At least, I had understood that previously, from earlier testimony, 
I believe, in executive session. So that it could get to the Jewish 
people wherever they might be in that area even if they were outside 
of Israel. 

Dr. Guazer. Oh, yes. 

Senator Jackson. Now, in the customary media, such as books and 
radio transcriptions and other things that are used now, have they 
made any cuts? Have they made any cuts in those areas / 

Dr. Guazer. I can’t say as to that. 

Senator «ackson. You would not know ? 

Dr. Guazer. I wouldn’t know that. 

Senator Jackson. That is all. 

The Cuarrmman. Senator Symington ¢ 

Senator Symineron. I would like to speak to Mr. Dooher a minute. 

You said something to the effect that you thought the reason this 
whole program was not operating the way you felt it should operate 
to the best interest of this country was probably one of design. Is 
that right ? 

Mr. Dooner. No, sir. I tried to leave the impression that these 
efforts to curtail, to reduce, and to eliminate programs that were 
operating in the interests of the country were a design. 

Senator Symrneron. Were a design / 

Mr. Dooner. Yes. I think the programs that we were broadcasting 
were most effective in implementing our Government’s policy. How- 
ever, the efforts to destroy these programs, to reduce them, and to 
eliminate them, were a part of a design, which covered certainly several 
large language areas in my division. 

Senator Symineron. Now, that was what I was trying to say in the 
beginning. Who do you say was responsible for that particular 
development in policy? 

Mr. Doonrr. Sir, 1 would say that the instructions which came to 
me, which resulted in these reductions and cessations of program, came 
from the higher echelons of the International Information Adminis 
tration. They did not come to me from my direct superior. 

Senator Symrneron. Who was your direct superior? 

Mr. Dooner. My direct superior was Mr. Alfred Puhan, who was 
the program manager. 

Senator Symineron. You do not think he was responsible ? 

Mr. Dooner. I am certain, sir, he was not responsible. 

Senator Symrneton. Who was his superior ? 

Mr. Doourr. His superior was Mr. Alfred Morton. 

Senator Symineron. You think he was responsible ? 

Mr. Doonerr. I do not think so. 

Senator Symrneron. And who was his superior? 

Mr. Doourr. His superior was Dr. Compton. 

Senator SYMINGTON, er do you think he was responsible ? 

Mr. Doonerr. I believe, sir, that the echelon of people in Washing- 
ton whom Dr. Compton Leased were responsible for this situation. 

Senator Symineron. Well, as I remember it, Dr. Compton reversed 
the decision to cut out the Hebrew broadcasting. It that not right? 

Mr. Doourr. That is true,sir. What I said, sir, is the echelon which 
he headed. 





STATE DEPARTMENT INFORMATION PROGRAM 205 


Senator Symrineron. Who signed the order to terminate the Hebrew 
broadcast ? 

Mr. Dooner. That was Mr. Reed Harris, siz 

Senator Symineton. Mr. Reed Harris? 

Mr. Doourr. That is right. 

Senator Symincron. Who is Mr. Reed Harris? 

Mr. Dooner. Mr. Reed Harris, I believe, at this moment Is Deputy 
Administrator of the International Information Administration. 
However, at that time he was Acting Administrator in the absence of 
Dr. Compton. 

Senator Symineton. Have you had any differences with Mr. Reed 
Harris before this? 

Mr. Dooner. I have never met Mr. Reed Harris before this. 

Senator Symincron. So you would not be considered a disgruntled 
employee with respect to Mr. Reed Harris? 

Mr. Doourr. No, sir, I have never met Mr. Reed Harris in my 
life. 

Senator Syminoron. Mr. Chairman, is Mr. Reed Harris going to 
testify on Tuesday / 

The CuHatrman. If the other Senators agree with me, I think 
should have Mr. Reed Harris on Tuesday. 

Mr. Doouer. I am very anxious that he do testify. I feel that any 
one whose name I mention here should testify. 

Senator Symineron. May I suggest, Mr. Chairman, knowing noth 
ing of Mr. Reed Harris’ attitude in this matter except what we heard 
in executive session, that Mr. Dooher be present when he testifies, so 
that the committee could decide whose testimony they considered the 
more accurate / 

The Cuarrman. I think that might be a very good idea. 

Could you be in Washington on Tuesday, Mr. Dooher? 

Mr. Dooner. I can arrange that. 

The Cuarrman. And I think, Dr. Glazer, if you could be down, I 
would like to have you there. I do not want to disrupt your operations 
completely, but if you could be there I wish you would. 

Let me ask both of you ge ntlemen this. Am I correct that it is your 
feeling that a good, well-run Voice of America can do a tremendous 
amount of good, and that the task of the new team in the State De 
partment, the task of this committee, 1s to help clean up the Voice, 
make it really the Voice of America, rather than to destroy the Voice 
and do away with it / 

Mr. Doouer. Sir, I would like to say that I can prove that in areas 
of the Voice of America where we have had effective programs and 
effective sup port we have done a first-class job of implementing our 
Government’s policy. 

The Cuarrman. And you feel that the desk of which Dr. Glazer 
is head has been doing a good job? 

Mr. Dooner. I am very proud of it, s 

The Cuamman. And am I correct in this, that you feel that the 
reason why the Hebrew language desk was being discontinued was 
because it was doing a good job of combating communism / 

Mr. Doonrer. Again, sir, I don’t want to go into the thinking of the 
people who gave the directive, but the result was the same. 

The CrarrMan. Let us put it this way: If I had been in a position 
of power, if I were an ardent member of the Communist Party, would 
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I not have taken the same action that was taken to discontinue the 
Hebrew language desk, at a time when Communist Russia became 
openly anti-Semitic, at a time when we had this great counterpropa- 
ganda weapon ‘ 

Mr. Doourr. I believe so, sir. 

The Cyaan. So that while you do not want to delve into the 
minds of the individuals 

Mr. Doonerr. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And you do not propose to examine their motives, 
you feel that the action would have been the same had they been 
representing Joe Stalin? 

Mr. Doouer. That is correct, sir. I hope Iam only asked to testify 
on fact and history. I don’t want to talk about the thinking of other 
people. 

The Cnaimman. And as far as you are concerned, when you put 
a gun to a man’s head and pull the trigger, if there is a bullet in the 
oun, he is just as clead whether you intended to kill him or not. 

Mr. Doonuer. I think so; yes. 

Phe Cruamman,. Senator Jackson? 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Chairman, I just have one or two questions, 
I wanted to ask Dr. Glazer. 

I quite agree with your analysis of the attitude of the Soviet toward 
minority people and more particularly toward the Jewish pee ple. 
The y are simp rly following the poles ies and the tactics of the Czarist 
regime in that respect. 1 think you would probably agree on that 
point. 

Now, let me ask you this: The broadcasts to Israel in Hebrew started 
in 1951, as 1 understand it ! 

Dr. Guazer. That is correct. 

Senator Jackson. During those broadcasts, did you bring out from 
time to time that the Soviet had always followed an anti-Semitic line ? 
I mean, did you get that into the broadcast ? 

Dr. Guazer. Yes, we did. We did that very often. 

Senator Jackson. But what I am getting at, now, is that you did 
not start on this particular line of attack after the open statement by 
Pravda that there was a Zionist plot on within the Soviet Union and 
the satellite areas. 

Dr. Giazer. No; that is not correct. I would, just as a guess, say 
there must have been at least 50 or 60 parts of programs which we 
devoted to this theme. 

Senator Jackson. So from the very beginning you followed through 
on this theme that the Russians were essentially anti-Semitic, anti- 
minority group ? 

Dr. Guazer. Yes; we did. I will give you one example. 

Senator Jackson. And you gave illustrations of it, did you? 

Dr. Guazer. Yes. 

Last year a man named Solomon Schwartz published a book called 
lhe Jews of the Soviet Union, in which he showed very objectively 
and in a scholarly manner the roots of Soviet anti- Semitic policy and 
the way it has been carried out. We reviewed the book. It took almost 
half a program. On.another day we interviewed the author. And 
then we gave a roundup of American book reviewers. In other words, 
we kept pounding this theme. 


r 
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Senator JAcKson. But that was your main theme; that is what I 
am getting at. 

Dr. Guazer. A year before the Prague trial. It was one of our more 
effective weapons. 

Senator Jackson. And then you brought out, in connection with 
the various trials in the satellite area, in connection with the so-called 
purges, that they were directed primarily at the Jews. 

Dr. Guazer. Very much so. One of the listeners wrote to us to say 
that he thought the local radio wasn’t doing enough in this connection. 

Senator Jackson. And then when the Russian Government came out 
formally and said that the Zionists were, in effect, traitors, that is, 
referring to the Jews in Russia, that was really the first formal an- 
nouncement they had made, and really confirmed what you have been 
saying? 

Dr. GuAzer. Exactly. That gave us greater credibility. 

The CuHarrMan. Senator McClellan? 

Senator McCietian. Mr. Dooher, I did not quite understand, a 
while ago, when you were trying to give us the line of authority 
superior to your authority so that we might determine who was 
responsible for this order. As I recall, Dr. Compton was overseas at 
that time. 

Mr. Doonrr. That is correct, sir. 

Senator MoCirettan. And Mr. Harris was the Acting Admin- 
istrator ? 

Mr. Dooner. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCietian. And then you traced it all the way to Mr. 
Harris, and you said you didn’t think he was responsible. Is that 
correct ? 

Mr. DooHeER. Oh, no, sir. No. sir. I said that I believed that the 
echelon under Dr. Compton was responsible, and then I specifically 
stated that Mr. Harris signed the directive. 

Senator McCieiian. He signed the directive. 

Mr. Doouer. Yes. 

Senator McCietitan. So Dr. Compton was not immediately re- 
sponsible, at least, because he was overseas at the time? 

Mr. Doonrr. Absolutely, sir, and he supported us—— 

Senator McCrietian. And he later rescinded the order ? 

Mr. Dooner. Absolutely, sir. He supported our appeal. 

Senator McCLe.Lian. You appealed to him. You went over your 
superiors and appealed to him ? 

Mr. Dooner. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCretuan. And he rescinded the order ? 

Mr. DoouHER. He post yoned the implementation of the order, sir. 

Senator McCLe.Lian. Well, he suspended it until further notice ¢ 

Mr. Dooner. That is right. 

Senator McCiettan. And you are operating now under that sus 
pension ? 

Mr. Dooner. That is right, sir. 

Senator McCietian. The order has not yet been fully revoked ? 

Mr. Dooner. It has not, sir. 

Senator McCie.ian. It is now suspended. 

Mr. Dooner. It is suspended. 

Senator McCiettan. Now, what I was trying to determine: You 
say it was an echelon under Dr. Compton who you think is respon- 
sible ? 
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Mr. Dooner. Mr. Harris, sir, is the echelon I had in mind. 

Senator McCiet,an. That is what I am trying to get, the name. 
Mr. Harris is the man that you hold responsible in your judgment 
for this order and for the decision ¢ 

Mr. Dooner. Definitely, sir. 

Senator McCietitan. And he is the one that should be called to 
account and asked to explain why and give reasons why such an order, 
he thought, was advisable at the time ¢ 

Mr. Doourr. I believe he should have the opportunity to testify. 

The CHamman. Senator McClellan, may I say that the next wit 
ness will testify that after the order was disregarded originally by 
the Hebrew desk in New York, Mr. Harris personally delivered the 
order to Mr. Francis. 

Senator McCiettan. Mr. Chairman, what I am trying to deter 
mine is: As we discover these cases or incidents of either stupidity 
or design, as are being testified to, 1 want to find out which ones are 
responsible and call them to account. There is no use to go in circles 
around here. I don’t know all about the ramifications of your ad 
ministrative procedures, and so forth. But I want to find out which 
ones are responsible and let them undertake to justify it, if they can. 

Phe CHamman. I may say, Mr. Chairman—I constantly make the 
mistake of calling you “Mr, Chairman.” 

Senator McCiet.ian. That is all right. 

The Crairman. I have been so used to being a minority member, 
you being the chairman. 

Senator McCietian. I am getting accustomed to it the other way 
around, 

Senator Jackson. I was just going to ask if there is anyone besides 
Mr. Harris in this echelon, using “echelon” in a plural sense—at least, 
I would take it to be that—is there anyone besides Mr. Harris that 
would be responsible for these orders that we have been discussing ? 

Mr. Doourr. Well, sir, I believe the testimony showed that Mr. 
Harris said that the PAB was responsible for this order. That is 
why I said “echelon.” 

Senator Jackson. Well, who is on that board ¢ 

Mr. Dooner. I cannot testify to that, since I don’t know. I think 
another witness should testify to that, since I have not been on the 
Washington scene. 

Senator Jackson. Was that under Mr. Harris’ direction—that 
board ¢ 

Dr. Dooner. At that time, it was under Mr. Harris’ direction. 

Senator Jackson. You do not know who is on the board ? 

Mr. Dooner. No, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Is it an interdepartmental board or a group of 
outside citizens ¢ 

Mr. Doouer. Sir, I know nothing about it. I would not want to 
testify. 

The CratrmMan. I may say that one of the members of the board is 
Bradley Connors, who testified before the committee last week. 

Senator Porrrer. May I ask one question of Mr. Dooher? 

Mr. Dooher, you are Acting Chief of the Near East Division, so 
the Hebrew desk is part of your responsibility ? 

Mr. Doonrr. That is correct. 
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Senator Porrer. Have there been any other instances where the 
policy as sent down to you from Washington has impeded your efforts 
toward a strong anti-Communist Voice? 

Mr. Dooner. I would pre fer to say, s ' that the administrative di- 
rectives were much more of an impe ia nt than the police v from Wash- 
ington. When I go into the Persian situation further, you can un 
derstand why I am making this distinction. We were cut in several 
Near East programs. For example, our Persian program, at one time, 
I think on Se ptember 6, was cut from Ll, hours to 1 hou Now, no 
body in the Information Service, I believe, will deny the fact that 
our Persian program is one of the most effective anti-Communist 
programs on the air. 

Senator Porrer. Also, I think it probably should be made clear, 
Mr. Dooher, that we are referring to the old team; I mean, the ad- 
ministration that has been in power. Now, from the new adminis 
tration that has now one nto being, has there been any effort on 
their part to hinder the anti-Communist program of the Voice? 

Mr. Doourr. No, sir. In fact, I have been very encouraged by the 
top directives we have received. However, I cannot savy this echelon 
has changed since the new administration. In other words, we are 
still eetting our cuts, our recommendations for cuts, and in fact re- 
cently a recommendation was made that all broadeasts to the free 
world be eithe put on a standby basis or cut out comp rlete ly. 

Senator Porrer. I wish to assure you that I, too, hope that that 
echelon that you have referred to will be changed in the near future. 

If I can revert back to Dr. Glazer’s testimony, just for general 1 
terest, I would assume that after the Communist purge of Jewish per- 
Sons 1 Russ Sla and the satellite countries, as you stated, we had a 
great propaganda weapon there. 

Now, is there any way that we as a Government or as responsible 
people in Government, other than just the Voice, could aid in making 
friends with Jewish people throughout the world? I know that is a 
broad, general question, but do you have any instances that might 
have happened or did happen ? 

Dr. Guazer. Well, in my opinion, the most important thing for us 
to convey is the sense of revulsion to anti-Semitism on the part of the 
(American people, from top to bottom, from the President to the man 
in the street, official and nonoffieial, in every W: alk of life, in every 
tvpe of circumstance. We want to Guvd the notion, largely engen- 
dered by Communist propaganda, that totalitarian tendencies and 
anti-Semitism characterize life in the United States. 

This, in my opinion, is very important for us to get over, because 
it will shatter the cliche that reaction or conservatism and anti 
Semitism necessarily Zo together. If I may say so, sir, we are very 
frequently told that “MeCarthvism equals fascism, equals anti 
Semitism.” Well, I have read the papers very carefully during the 
past 5 or 6 years, and I suppose that Iam as f: pani ir with the equation 
as anybody else is. Howeve r. there are other Ways of looking at the 
thing. 

Senator Symineron. At what thing? 

Dr. Guazer. The validity of the equation. It is most questionable. 
We can say, with greater accuracy, that “anticommunism equals anti- 
anti-Semitism.” Hence, those who fight anti-Semitism or other forms 
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of minority group discrimination, which are calculated instruments of 
Soviet policy, automatically strike at communism and strengthen the 
free world. ‘The American ideal of nondiscrimination, nonprejudice, 
is one of the most potent weapons that we have in our campaign of 
truth. 

Lhe Cuairman. I might say that [ am sure you will agree with 
me, Doctor. And you are an authority on this subject. You have 
been head of the Hebrew desk for some time, doing an excellent job. 
‘There is no doubt in your mind, is there, that whenever any man starts 
to fight ne the Communists try to pin some type of label on 
him, and if they can convince the world that a man fighting commu- 
hism 1s anti-Semitic they have won a great victory. Is that not 
correct ¢ 

Dr. Guazer. Exactly. 

‘The CHarrmMan. I did not intend to go into this, but in view of the 
fact that you have brought it up—you have been a very loyal Ameri- 
can and very loyal to your own race, which is excellent. Do you know 
of any ine ident that indicated any justification for trying to identify 
conservatism or McCarthyism with anti-Semitism? You brought up 
the subject, and I just — to go into it. 

Dr. Guazer. Well, it was a pattern, to use a popular word here, a 
pattern, often Seite yy the press. Before anything happens, the 
equation is made. 

the CHairMAN. In other words, they start to scream before they are 
hurt ¢ 

Dr. Guazer. So it seems to me. 

Phe CHatrMANn. I am speaking of the press; the left-wing press. 

Dr. Gazer. Yes. 

The Cuairman. Now let me ask you this. I have long maintained, 
before the open anti-Semitism of the Communists manifested itself, 
that they had to be anti-any group of citizens who are loyal to their 
nation and loyal to their race. Actually, all that has happened, when 
the Communists became publicly anti-Semitic, is that they have 
merely proved what people like yourself—and, I think, myself— 
have known for a long time; is that not correct? It was inevitable 
that any dictatorship, whether it be Hitler’s, whether it be Stalin’s, 
would h: ive to end up being anti-Semitic, anti-any strongly religious 
group. There is no question about that, is there? 

Dr. Guazer. None at all. 

are CMAmMAM. And, in summing up the testimony of yourself and 

Dooher, your position is this: that you had this desk, and the 
“ee method whereby you could touch a large segment of the world 
population was this method, and you were doing it in a language 
which was the sole language of many people. When you were given 
a tremendous counterpropag: inda we apon, as the pub slic anti-Semitism 
of the international communistic movement was, and when you could 
really do a ‘ob, then those in the old team of the State Department 
took steps to close up your desk, and, as Mr. Dooher said, performed 
a great service to the Communist movement. ‘That is your testimony, 
in fact, and further that you feel that if this desk is properly run 
it can be a tremendous counterpropaganda weapon. And I assume 
that you also feel strongly, in view of the tremendous amount of 
propaganda being put out by Communist Russia, that we should have 
a counterpropaganda Voice. Right? 
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Dr. Guazer. Definitely. 

The Cuarrman. There are a great number of subjects we would 
like to go into with Dr. Dooher, in view of the fact that he heads 
many other desks. However, we have another witness on the matter 
under discussion today, and time is running out. It is Saturday, and 
I think the Senators may have to get back to Washington, or some 
of them may have to. So, I will ask you gentlemen to step down 
so that we can call the other witnesses, unless there is another question. 

Senator Porrrer. I would just like to ask one question. 

Your testimony bears out the fact that today being pro-Communist 
is being anti-Semitic. 

Dr. Giazer. Is that question addressed to me? 

Senator Porrer. Yes. I said your testimony bears out the fact that 
today to be pro-Communist is to be anti-Semitic, considering the 
treatment of the Jewish people. 

Dr. Guazer. I would put it this way: Anyone using anti-Semitism 
for any reason whatsoever is aiding the Soviet cause, wherever he 
happens to be. 

The CHAIRMAN. Doctor, one further question. Or Mr. Dooher. I 
believe, might be able to answer this. 

Is it correct that the Information Service at Iran has ordered that 
there be no anti-Communist information put out? Or is that correct ? 

Mr. Doonerr. I believe, sir, that there is a report which indicates 
that the Information Service in Iran puts out no anti-Communist 
propaganda. 

The CHatrman. And under orders? 

Mr. Doonerr. That. sir. is difficult for me to savy. I have seen the 
report. I would not care to say what order it might be. It might 
be the Persian Government or somebody in our Government. But 
I do know that it puts out no anti-Communist propaganda. 

The CHamman, Now, just one final question to Dr. Glazer. And, 
as I say, I ask you this only because you brought up the subject. 1 
know that whenever, as you indicate, anyone fights Communists the 
Communist elements try to pin the anti-Semitic label on him. Do you 
know of any justification for that? Is there any reason why a man 
who is exposing Communists should, by the wildest stretch of the 
imagination, be smeared with an anti-Semitic label ? 

Dr. GLAZER. Well, there is a very vood justificat on in the tactieal 
propaganda sense, but none with relation to truth. 

The CHatrMan. None with relation to truth? 

Dr. Grazer. Of course not. They are completely divorced. 

The CHarrmMan. In other words, a good reason from the standpoint 
of Communist propaganda, but no good reason based upon truth ! 

Dr. Guazer. Certainly not. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, gentlemen, very much. 

Your next witness, Mr. Counsel ? 

Mr. Coun. Mr. James Thompson. 

The CHamman. Mr. Thompson, will you raise your right hand? 


In this matter now in hearing before the committee, do you sol ly 
swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothn a but the truth. so 
help you God ? 

Mr. TuHomrson. I do. 

The CHatrmMan. Mr. Counsel? 

Mr. Conn. Would you e ve us youl full name, please ? 
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TESTIMONY OF JAMES F. THOMPSON, FACILITIES MANAGER, 
VOICE OF AMERICA 


Mr. THompson. James F. Thompson. 

Mr. Coun. Are you an official of the Voice of America, Mr. 
Thompson ¢ 

Mr. THomprson. My job is facilities manager. 

Mr. Conn. You are facilities manager of the Voice of America ¢ 

Mr. THompson. Yes. 

Mr. Conn. How long a period of time have you been with the Voice 
ot America { 

Mr. THompson. Since about the last week of November of 1948. 

Mr. Conn. Now, did you go to the Voice of America, and did you 
apply for a position there, or did the State Department ask you to 
accept a position there ? 

Mr. THomrson. I was offered the position by Mr. George Allen 
who was then Assistant Secretary, and I believe just recently made 
Ambassador to India. 

The CHainman. Would you speak a little louder ? 

Mr. Coun. Have you held various high positions in the Voice of 
America prior to the one you have now assumed 

Mr. Tuompeson. Well, I had two positions only. 

Mr. Coun. What were they ¢ 

Mr. Tuomeson. The first was Associate Chief for Operations, and in 
the process of the expansion of the organization the operating facili 
ties Were set up as an organization, and I was appointed the facilities 
manager to direct that operation. 

The CrarrMman. | am sorry, sir. You will have to speak a Tittle 
louder. Would you move over tot his chair nearer ¢ 

Mr. Conn. Now, Mr. Thompson, are you familiar with the incident 
that occurred in December of 1952, in which a directive came through 
direc ting the suspe hnsion of sery ice on the He bre *W desk ¢ 

Mr. Trrompeson. To some extent; yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Did you participate in any of the discussions or meetings 
around the time that directive came through ? 

Mr. Thompson. Yes, sir: I did. 

Mr. Coun. What was your view on the validity of this directive ¢ 

Mr. Tuomrson. Not being particularly schooled in ee or in 
ternational politics, my view might not ‘be of much value but it did 
not seem to be very sensible, in view of the trials that were going on 
and the publicity coming out from behind the Lron Curtain on the 
drives and anti-Semitism, and so forth. 

Mr. Conn. You are familiar with the fact that protests were made 
by the Voice in New York, and eventually through appeals abroad 
to Dr. Compton and Mr, Morton this order was suspended, so that 
the Hebrew service did not have to shut down; is that correct ? 

Mr. Tuompson. Yes, sir; absolutely. 

Mr. Coun. Now I want to come to something else. 

The Cuatro an. But, first, is it correct that the order was first 
disregarded by the New York office, and subsequently Reed Harris 
personally handed the order toa Mr. Francis? Or do you have that 
inform ation ¢ 

Mr. LP HOMPSON, Well. | Saw the order in New York: yes, sir. The 
day I saw it was the day Mr. Harris was in New York. 
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The Cuamrman. As far as you know, Mr. Harris brought the order 
to New York and gave it to someone over there ¢ 

Mr. Thompson. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Was that an unusual way to do it? 

Mr. THompson. Well, it was unusual for Mr. Harris to come to New 
York. 

The CuairMan. Ordinarily an order would be sent out by mail or by 
teletype, I assume. 

Mr. THompson. Yes, sir 

The CHarrMan. Go ahead, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Conn. I would like to come to another topic of very great im- 
portance, here, Mr. Thompson. Are you familiar with the Office of 
German Affairs of the State Department? You know such a thing 
exists ? 

Mr. Tuompson. I know such a thing exists: yes, sir. 

Mr. Conn. And are you familiar with the fact that we also have 
a High Commissioner of Germany under the State Department, and 
that he has a staff of State Department employees under him ¢ 

Mr. THompson. Yes, sir; in Germany. 

Mr. Coun. Now, did “ts ever come a time when you had knowl 
edge of the fact that certain employees of the State Department in 
Germany were desired over here in New York to work with the Ger 
many Service of the Voice of America / 

Mr. THompson. Well, as a normal process, we are attempting to get 
people who have had recent experience in the areas, and there Was a 
large group of people in Germany who had been there a long time, and 
to ny knowledge some of them wanted to come home. And it would 
have been a good opportunity to bring some people in who had recent 
area experience. 

The CuarrRMan. The question was: Did those in Hi-Cog, the office 
of the High Commissioner of Germany, apply for jobs at the New 
York end of the Voice of America / 

Mr. Trompson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. About how many 4 

Mr. "THOMPSON. To my know ledge, four, specifically. 

Mr. Coun. Very well, sir. So we have this situation. Four Stat 
Department officials in Germany applied for positions with the Voice 

of America of the State Department here in New York. Is that 
right 

Mr. Thompson. That is mght. 

Mr. Conn. Now, before they were put on the payroll at the Voice 
of America, was it hecessary for hem to file form 57's, which are the 
forms one files when seeking Gee nment employment ¢ 

Mr. Truompson. Yes, plus the fingerprints, plus the personal secu 
rity data, and so forth, for the normal process. 

Mr. Coun. And then is it not a fact that a security investigation 
by the Federal Bureau of Investigation and other appropriate agen 
cles followed ? 

Mr. Thompson. As required by P a Law 402, yes. 

Mr. Coun. Do you know w hether or not all four of these State Dx 
partment officials who desired to come to the Voice of America passed 
the security test ¢ 

Mr. Tuomrson. To my knowledge, only one passed. 
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Mr. Conn. Only one passed the test. After the other three failed 
the security test were they immediately discharged from the State 
Department ? 

Mr. ‘Tompson. No, sir, not to my knowledge. They were not. 

Mr. Conn. Do you know whether or not any of them still hold high 
positions in the State Department in Germany, in spite of the fact 
that they have failed the security test ? 

Mr. Tuompson. I believe that two still are employed in Germany. 

The CuarrMan. And what are they now doing? 

Mr. ‘TuHompson. They are in the Information Services Division 
there in Germany. 

The Cuarrmay. Is it correct that one of them is named Schlechter ? 

Mr. THomrson, Schechter, I believe. 

The CuarrMan. And is it correct that since he flunked this security 
check, he has been promoted ¢ 

Mr. THompson. I don’t know the exact sequence, but he has become, 
I believe, Chief of the Radio Branch in Germany. 

The CHamMan. In other words, this man who could not pass the 
security test and therefore was disqu: ified for a job with the Voice 
is now Chief of the Radio Branch, where? In Berlin, or Munich é 

Mr. ‘Tuompson. Neither. In Bonn. 

The CuarrMan. In Bonn. He is in Hi-Cog, the High Commis- 
sioner of ¢ rermany. 

Mr. THompson. Yes, sir. Messages from there frequently bear his 
hame. 

ae AIRMAN. And the name of the other man? 

Tompson. Well, his predecessor was one of the four who ap- 
p lie x Now, he has since resigned, and Schechter replaced him. One 
other man is there. I believe there are three there, as a matter of 
fact. 

The CHarrman. Let us see if I get the sequence. The one man 
who flunked the security check originally had the job as Chief of the 
Radio Branch? 

Mr. TuHomrson. That is right. 

The CuarrMan. Heresigned. What was his name? 

Mr. Tuompson. He was replaced by Schechter. 

The CuamMan. What is his first name? Do you know? 

Mr. Tuomrson. It would be something like Edward or Edmund. 
He iscalled Ed. 

The Cuatrman. So Ed Schechter then was promoted to this job. 
So he is now head of the Radio Branch in Bonn ? 

Mr. THompson. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. The other individual, who is still working with 
Hi-Cog of the State Department # 

Mr. Tompson. Mr. Kaghan. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kaghan. How do you spell that ? 

Mr. TuHompson. I believe it is K-a-g-h-a-n. 

The CuarrmMan. Do you know his first name? Theodore Kaghan ? 

Mr. Tuomrson. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. And do you know what his job is as of today ? 

Mr. Tuomrson. I don’t know what it is today. I know what it 
was when I was in Germany. About a little over a year ago, he was 
Chief of the Press Section. 
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The Cuamman. Chief of the Press Section 2 

Mr. Tuompson. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. And in the Voice, do you have any dealing with 
Kaghan or Schechter / 

Mr. THompson. Over the past 4 years, we have been developing a 
plant at Munich, Germany. In order to accomplish that, it was neces- 
Sary to lease land or buy land, arrange for radio freq iencies, Con 
tracts, and so forth. The Voice having no contractual or adminis- 
trative operation in Germany, the normal process reciulres us tO WOrK 
through the High Commissioner’s office in Germany, and then on 
through the Radio Branch, the Information Division. 

The CuairmMan. In other words, of necessity the Voice in New York 
had to deal rather closely with both Kaghan and Schechter? 

Mr. THompeson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What was your experience with Kaghan and 
Schechter? Did you find that they were cooperative, when you had 
some anti-Communist material to disseminate? 

Mr. ‘Tuompson. Well, specifically, they have not had direct con- 
tact with the content, to my knowledge, of VOA, the content of the 
programs, The context might be that in order to operate this station 
at Munich and in order to complete the—— 

The Cuairman. Is it corrrect, Mr. ‘Thompson, that they set up the 
facilities? 

Mr. ‘THOMPSON. They should have, as the represt ntat ive, 

The Cuarrman. My question is, Did they prove helpful, or did 
they attempt to obstruct any attempt on your part to put on a eood 
anti-Communist program ¢ 

Mr. THompson. Over the period of the past 4 years, up until 
approximately the last week of this past November, we were develop 
ing this large plant in Munich, and I would say this: That through 
that period we encountered W hat I considered to be inordinate delays. 
And I felt that they applied to almost anything we proce ssed throug 
that office. 

Senator Porrer. This plant you had reference to in Munich was a 
transmitter to get behind the Lron Curtain; is that true? 

Mr. THompson. Yes: and to cover other areas. 

Senator Porrer. I think it would be helpful if we could identify 
a few dates. When did these men apply for positions 1n the Voice, 
and get turned down for security reasons, approximately ¢ 

Mr. ‘THOMPSON. | don’t believe they all appled at the Same time 
I brought back from Germany, in November of 1951, or late October 
of 1951, some of the applications and placed them in the clearance 
process. I believe, in the late spring of 1949, or the summer of °49, 
there had been applications of two others. So, as a matter of fact, 
J believe I brought two back at that time from Germany. 

Senator Porrer. So at the time they had been working at least more 
than a year in the State Department in Germany ? 

Mr. 'THompson. Oh, yes. 

The CuarrMan. Senator Symington ? 

Senator Symineron. Do you know why these men were turned 
down for security reasons? 

Mr. THomrson. We do not see the security files. We put a man 
in process, and if he comes on duty, he is cleared, as far as we know. 








216 STATE DEPARTMENT INFORMATION PROGRAM 


Senator Symineton. How do you know they were turned down 
at all ¢ 

Mr. Tuompson. They didn’t come on duty. 

Senator Symrneton. Well, they might have been sick, might they 
not 4 

Mr. Trromrson. They were continuing to work, sir, in Germany. 

Senator Symrneron. You saw no written evidence that they were 
turned down for security ? 

Mr. Tompson. In the case of one man, I did see the written 
evidence, yes. And in the case of another, I was given the word 
on the telephone that, “He will not be coming on duty.” 

The CuarrMan. In other words, you satisfied yourself, either by 
seeing the written evidence or by telephone conversations with 
Security, that those men had been rejected, that they would not be 
coming with the Voice ? 

Mr. Trrompson. Our conversations are with the personnel office, who 
get the information from Security. 

Senator Symrneron. In one case you saw it in writing, and in the 
other ease, the “Vv told it to you verbally, is that it ¢ 

Mr. THompson. Yes, sir. Due toa change in my spot in the organ- 
ization, these memorandums that a man is coming on duty or he is not 
coming on duty did not come to me, because they were not the area of 
the organization for which I have responsibility. I might say that 
the man who was cleared—I received the memorandum that he would 
be entering on duty on a given day. 

Mr. Coun. One of the four was cleared 2 

Mr. Tromepson. That is right. 

Mr. Coun. And he did come on duty ? 

Mr. Thompson. That is right. 

Mr. Coun. What was his name? 

Mr. Truompson. Harold Wright. 

Mr. Coun. And he is still with you? 

Mr. Tirompson. Yes. 

Mr. Coun. I might ask you this. When Mr. Schechter, one of 
these Security turndowns, was promoted, within the last month or so, 
do you know whether the Director of Operations, Mr. Puhan, made 

1 ob yection to Washington / 

ae Triompson. Yes: I was sitting in his office when he made 
objection 

Mr. Coun. He made objection to the State Department in Wash- 
iIneton: is that right 7 

Mr. Tompson. Yes. 

Mr. Conn. I want to get back to this. In other words, your testi- 
mony is that these people were turned down in Security. In your 
dealir os W ith them, then, to vet tri insmission facilities to get the broad 
casts behind the Soviet Zone, you encountered what you have called 
here inordinate delay, which interfered with your project. Now, 
did you make a complaint to Washington about this? 

I will withdraw that. 

Did you speak to anybody in Washington about this situation. 

Mr. Thompson. Yes. 

Mr. Coun. To whom in Washington did you speak about the inordi- 
nate delays occasioned by these peop le who had been turned down ? 
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Mr. ‘THompson. Specifically, I was in Washington in connection 
with the budget pre paration and hearings, and there is always a lot of 
time when you are waiting, and so I was taking care of other affairs, 
and | beg: into look into son ie of ft he other problems we had. Among 
them were delays ot communications and tfollowthroug 1S. 

Mr. Conn. Did you speak to any one person in the State De} art- 
ment about this situation you have just described to us 

Mr. THompson. I mentioned to Mr. Harris that it seemed to me 
we were having too much delay in Germal Vy on most everything we 
attempted to accomplish. 

Mr. Coun. Now, which Mr. Harris are we talking about ? 

Mr. THomeson. I am talking about the Mr. Harris who is in the 
office at 1778 Pennsylvania Avenue, there. 

Mr. Coun. Is that Mr. Reed Harris? 

Mr. ‘THompson. That is Reed Harris; yes, sir. 

Mr. Conn. He was the Deputy Administrator of the International 
Information Administration 4 

Mr. Tromrson, He Is Now. 

Mr. Coun. And he still is. Did you call to Mr. Harris’ attention 
the fact that there had been these inordinate delays In Germany, 1n 
connection with your attempt to build facilities to get into the Soviet 
zone ¢ 

Mr. ‘THOMPSON. Yes: I told him the whole thing was taking Loo 
much time. 

Mr. Conn. And did you suggest to him who the people were who 
were responsible for these delays? What did you say to him? 

Mr. THomrson. Specifically, that thes e things were taking too much 
delay, too much time, that it seemed to me that they would continue 
to take a lot of time “as long as we fooled around with a bunch of 
pseudo-Americans.” 

Mr. Conn. You said “as long as we fooled around with a bunch 
of pseudo Americans.” Did you have reference to these Security 
turndowns? 

Mr. THompson. I had reference to the people in the Information 
Services Division there in Ce rmany, yes; because all of our business 
had to go through them. 

Mr. Conn. What did xe Harris Say f 

Mr. Trromrson. He said, “You don’t understand the organization.” 


Ir. Coun. That is all he said on that point ; is that right / 
Mr. Trrompson. That is right. 
Mr. CoHN. Do you know whethe r or not anv action | ; been t ike n 


against these people? 

Mr. Tompson. Not to my knowledge. 

The CHatrmMan. Senator McClellan / 

Se nator McC! ELLAN, To \ hom did you refer ¥ hen yo were 
hg to Mr. Harris 

Mr. Trrompson. Sir? 

Senator McCietnan. You said you referred to certain people over 
there as pseudo-Americans. To whom did you refer? Can you be 
a tag 

Mr. THompson. Specifically, our comm unications had to vo through 
the Information Services Divisio 1 Germany. 

Mr. Coun. Do you mean these two men we have been ta 
Kaghan and Schechter ? 


g about, 
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Mr. Tuomrson. Over the period of the past 4 years there was Mr. 
Charley Lewis, there was Mr. Theodore Kaghan, there was Mr. 
s hechter. 

Senator McCietuan. Those three ? 

Mr. THompson. Those three particularly. 

Senator McCLetLan. So you were referring to two of those wh¢ 
had been rejected on security tests ¢ 

Mr. THOMPSON. Sir, at that time I was referring to all three. Now, 
we have votteh ofl onto two, because one of them has resigned since. 

Senator McC.Letian. Well, what I was trying to identify was the 
two that we have been talking about here. Do you feel that they were 
the cause, and do you attribute these inordinate delays to their con 
duct, to their either inefliciency or incompetency, or by design, as 
we have been talking about ? 

Mr. TuHompson. Well, I attributed it to slow handling. 

The CuarrMan. May I interrupt? Lewis also had been turned 


down, on the security probe. Right? 
Ir. ‘| HOMPSON,. ‘| hat ~ right 
The CuatrmMan. That is Charles Lewis? 


Mir. THompson. That is right. 

Mr. Coun. Did you actually see Lewis’ rejection ¢ 

Mir. Tompson. I received a note, or 1 saw a note, that he would not 
be e nployed in New York, 

Senator MCCLELLAN. Let me ask you, al this point, Is there some 
other reason why they may hot have been employed, other than that 
they failed the security test, 01 lovalty test ¢ 

Mr. Thompson. Not to my nowledge. 

Senator McCLet.tan. Well, let us get it clear. 

Mr. THompson. W ell, they could not have been declared unqualified, 
because the were holding jobs already. 

senatol Mi CLELLAN. ‘| hey were holding comparable jobs already 

Mr. | LLOMPSON, Roughly comparable jobs. 

Senator McCietian. And therefore, by that deduction, you could 
see no other reason Ww hy they would be rejected for a similar position 


, 


ovel here / 


Mr. Tuomrson. They were placed in process, sir, to establish the 
ecurity Clearance, The sec urily clearance did not come through. 
Ph \ did not come on duty. 

Phe CuairMan. Senator Symington ? 

Senator SyMineron. When you mentioned your conversation with 
Mr. Reed Harris, you said that he told you that you did not under- 
stand the organization. Is that right ¢ 

Mr. LHHOMPSON. Yes, Sir. 

Senator SyMInGToN. Was that the end of the conversation ? 

Mr. Tuomrson. No: I told him I could read, and I thought I under 
stood it quite well. 

Senator Symrneron. And then what did he say? 

Mr. THomrson. Oh, we were then involved in budget preparation 
and many other things came up at that time. 

Senator Syminocron. So this matter was dropped; was it ? 

Mr. Tuompson. Yes; as far as Harris and I were concerned. 

Senator Symineron. Did you ever discuss it with him again? 

Mr. Tuomrson. I probably did, sir. But my contacts with Mr. 
Harris are not very frequent. 
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Senator SyMInGcToN. Do you think that he would agree with you 
that the way you put it today is entirely right ? 

Mr. Tromrson. I assume he would, if he tells the truth. 

Senator Symineron. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest that Mr. 
Thompson be down Tuesday, too, if convenient. I believe that a wit- 
ness a, is being discussed as Mr. Harris is today ought to have every 
opportunity to deny these charges if he thinks the y are wrong, and 
[ feel sure you agree with that. 

The Cnatrman. I think it is an excellent idea to have Mr. Thomp- 
son down. One of the reasons why we came to New York today was 
because I felt it was cheaper to transport the Senators up here than 
to bring all the witnesses down. I don’t like to bring an unnecessarily 
large nun ber of witnesses down. Llowever. you will be ordered to be 
there on Tue day. Can you do that all right ¢ 

Mr. THompson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symrneton. My only point is that Mr. Harris is being 
attacked. I know nothing of Mr. Harris. I think, however, he 
ought to be allowed to defend himself in front of these witnesses wh 0 
have attacked him. 

The CHatrMANn. Yes. Iam not sure if you would call it an attack, 

Mr. THomrson. It isnot an attack at all,s 

The CHarrman. May I say this: aa of the witnesses that have 
been interviewed by the staff appeared at all anxious to come in and 
give adverse testimony upon their fellow ave -ba rs. It is an unpleasant 
task for them, and I doubt whether we should call it an attack. 

Senator Symrnctron. Well, let us say “discussed,” if “discussed” is 
all right. 

The CuarrmMan. You will be ordered to be down at 10:30 Tuesday 
morning. 

I should point out, Senator Symington, that we have had about 
seven or eight witnesses in executive session this morning. I believe 
it will be necessary to bring some of those to Washu oo also. We 
will discuss that with you when we get through. We had a very size- 
able number rr of witnesses in executive session. 

Mr. Conn. Mr. T] 1ompson, be fore you: assumed your present position 
at the V oice, you had something to do with personnel. Is that right? 

Mr. THomeson. Well, as the Associate Chief for Operations in per- 
sonnel matters, insofar as VOA had a responsibility for personnel, yes. 

Mr. Conn. Now, you are familiar with the situation wherein the 
Voice has certain full-time employees, and then there are other people 
who are on a purchase order basis, which means they write scripts 
which are purchased by the Voice and used over the Voice. Is that 
right ? 

Mr. Tuompson. Yes. They are used after they have been approved 
properly by the language groups. 

Mr. Coun. Did there ever come to your attention a situation wherein 
a person or persons have been turned down for security reasons as 
full-time employees of the Voice and then turned up on the purchase 
order basis writing scripts for the Voice? 

Mr. THomreson. Well, we established a procedure—— 

Mr. Conn. Did any situation such as I have outlined ever come to 
your attention ? 

Mr. THompson. Yes. 
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Mr. Conn. In other words, a person is turned down as a full-time 
employee with the Voice, having failed a security check, and then 
he turns up writing scripts? 

Mr. THompson. Not as a full-time employee, sir. They were turned 
down in the process of either being placed on a part-time basis or full 
time, or just given a security clearance to assure that if we used them 
very often there was nothing wrong. 

Mr. Coun. But the point is the person was turned down, and then 
turned up writing scripts on a purchase-order basis; is that right? 

Mr. THompson. Or being used on a purchase-order basis. I don’t 
know for what purpose. 

Mr. Coun. Did you object to that practice ? 

Mr. THompson. Of course. 

Mr. Coun. And did you find that the entire purchase-order system 
had many defects from a security point of view ? 

The Cuatrman. I think we should explain what you mean by 
purchase order.” By “purchase order,” you mean you would buy 
the writings of a certain individual, paying him so much for each 
particular job? 

Mr. THompson. Or buy his voice to broadcast a script in a language. 

The CHarrMan. So that your testimony is that after a man flunked 
the security or loyalty test, when he could not get clearance to work 
for the Voice, then somebody somehow bypassed that by buying his 
stuff on a piece basis, instead of hiring him full time to work and 
write? Is that your testimony ? 

Mr. Tuompson. Sir, I issued instructions that people who were used 
on a purchase order more than so many times in 2 months 

The Cuarrman. You did not get my question. 

Mr. Tompson. Should not be further used unless they were placed 
in security-clearance process and turned up cleared. 

The Cuarrman. You did not get my question. If I understood 
your testimony correctly, it is this, and if I am w rong, correct me: 
that when certain individuals could not pass the loyalty or security 
tests, in other words when they were turned down by the Security 
and Loyalty Division, then, in order to get around that loy alty order, 
their work was purchased on a piece basis in some cases. Is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. THompson. Some people that were turned down were used on 
purchase order; yes. 

The Cuarrman. And you consider that highly improper, I assume? 

Mr. Tuompson, I didn’t think it was right. 

The CuHarrman. Can you tell us who was responsible for that? 

Mr. Tuompson. That, sir, is difficult to say, for the simple reason 
that I didn’t have an enforcement organization to stay behind that 
sort of thing. 

The Cuatrman. The thing that impresses me, and I assume all 
members of this committee, is that it seems impossible in the inter- 
national information program to pin down responsibility. You find 
complete administrative chaos, apparently. No one knew quite who 
the boss was. We find unusual activities, some that you cannot account 
for merely by stupidity. And we try to find the chain of command, 
and we have tremendous difficulty. 

Now, let us say that someone, John Jones, was found disloyal, and 
for that reason he could not get a job in the State Department. And 


“ 
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I imagine he must have been rather bad, when he was turned down. 
Then you find him turning up writing piecemeal, his stuff being pur 
chased on a piece basis. Certainly he is as bad writing on a piece or 
job basis as though he were working Ss or Y hours a day over there 
in a particular office. 

My question, now, is, Who did that? Who is responsible for him ? 
W ho : allowed this to goon? Ww hy was 1! not stop ped 6 

Mr. THompson. Purchase-order peop le, sir, were used to write 
scripts, by the language desk. Their services were requested by the 
language desk. They placed a requisition for those services. The Vv 
went through the administrative process outside of the VOA organi- 
zation into the New York administrative office, who actually p laced 
the purchase order. 

Now, a number of people were used for announcers. They were 
arranged for by the Production Section It is those two groups who 
have the requesting responsibility. The Fiscal Section has the paying 
responsibility. I think the responsibility for those two acts is fairly 
clear. 

The Cuatrman. I am going to ask Mr. David Schine, who is our 
consultant, to contact the proper officials in the Voice and get a list 
of all those people who were turned down on security grounds, or 
loyalty grounds, who nevertheless had their work purchased by the 
Voice: and the name of the individual who was responsible for the 
purchasing of the material; and have that furnished to the committee. 

Now, I know that is almost an impossible task. You will be going 
in circles over here for, I assume, weeks, to run that down. Sut that 
is something I think the committee must have. 

Would you not think so, Senator McClellan ? 

Senator McCieiuan. I think it should be obtained. I do not know 
whether he can obtain it. 

You may have to summons in some responsible authority on the 
Voice and let him supply it. 

The Cnatrman. I may say I have a very competent young man 
here. He has a pocketful of subpenas, and he will use those if 
necessary. 

Senator Jackson. Why not simply ask the acting head of the Voice, 
here, to supply that information? He is responsible, I assume; or 
whoever is the directing head. 

The Cuarrman. Any further questions? 

Mr. Conn. Yes; just 1 or 2 more. 

Is it a fact, Mr. Thompson, that when this situation was discovered, 
a certain man was selected to take charge of these purchase-order 
people ? 

Mr. Tuomprson. In August of 1951, I sat down and wrote a straight- 
forward instruction—— 

Mr. Conn. Do you know a man by the name of Fisher Northrup? 

Mr. Tuompson. Yes. 

Mr. Coun. Was he given any assignment after this time in con- 
nection with the purchase-order people? 

Mr. THompson. In connection with the enforcement of the instruc- 
tion that I wrote, he was given the job, along with a secretary, of 
assuring that that instruction was carried out to the letter. 

Mr. Conn. All right. Did you assume at the time that Mr. North- 
rup was given this assignment that he, himself, had been cleared for 
security purposes? 
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Mr. THompson. Oh, yes. He was on the full-time payroll, and he 
Was cleared. 

Mr. Conn. All right. During what period of time did Mr. North- 
rup hold this position ? 

Mr. ‘THOMPSON. In August of L951, around until probably Septem- 
ber or October or 1952. 

Mr. Conn. In September or October of 1952, was this person who 
had been placed in charge of this himself dismissed for security 
reasons ¢ 

Mr. Tuoompson. I am so informed, because he is not there. 

Mr. Conn. I have no further questions of this witness, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Phe Cuatrman. I would like to say at this time that I want to com- 
pliment the new Secretary of State for the attitude he has taken. He 
has taken an attitude of helpfulness toward this committee, an atti- 
tude that he has no obligation to defend some of the unusual people 
and some of the unusual practices that he found when he took over. 
And I hope that this committee can be very helpful. 

[ would like to compliment the members of this committee. We have 
3 members who are Democrats and 4 Republicans. So far this has 
not been handled as a political matter. I have found that the Demo- 
crats on the committee have been just as eager and just as helpful in 
digging out anything that is improper, and just as careful to protect 
the rights of the witnesses as the members of the majority party, and 
I am very happy that we have 3 very, very competent and good Amer- 
icans on the Democratic side of this committee, as well as 4 on the 
Republic an side. 

We will adjourn until 10:30 Monday morning in Washington, D. C. 
We are having a hearing Monday. 

Mr. Harris will be on hand to testify on Tuesday morning. 

(Whereupon, at 3:55 p. m., a recess was taken until 10:30 a. m., 


Monday, March 2, 1953.) 


APPENDIX 
ExnHibir No. 9 


OFFICE or SECURITY, DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Fe bruary 18, 1953 


OFFICE LETTER NO. 39 

To: All employees 
From: John W. Ford. 
Subject: Memorandum for the record 

Che attached memorandum is being directed to all employees of the Office of 
Security I cannot stress too strongly the importance of this directive and its 
significance to the Department 

I must insist that each employee adhere strictly to these instructions and any 
deviation should be called to my personal attention for decision, 


FEBRUARY 12, 1953. 


MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD 


Copies to: Mr. Sohm, Mr. Tate, Mr. Boykin, Mr. Montague, Mr. Kimball. 

The following has been approved by General Smith and Mr. Phleger, the legal 
adviser : 

“General Smith ruled as follows: 

“(1) Employees should be instructed through their superiors that they 
should observe the provisions of existing Executive orders, Presidential directives 
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Subject: Whittaker Chambers articles i Sa rday Eve ng 
Included in weekly Magazine Dige 


Passing this week in front of our newspaper and magazine stands—well not 
really stands for in New York they are much larger ooden structures—we 
were struck by an unexpected sight: The Saturday Evening Post had changed 
its cover. The first time since 1899 

Yes, for the first time, instead of a humoristie painting in full color, a typi 


scene of American life to which we are accustomed, the Saturday Evening Post 
was there on the stand with a plain white cover edged in blue 

But that was only a detai The important thing was the title in big print 
“History of the Hiss case by Whittaker Chambers,” ‘one of the great books of 


our times.” 

It is a fact that, though the Hiss case was not closely followed in France, 
it has enthralled the American public, and the Saturday Evening Post was 
giving evidence of shrewd editorial policy in serializing in advance of publica- 
tion date, several chapters of Whittaker Chambers’ book Witness. 

This title of Witness may lead to some confusion for, if Chambers was the 
principal witness in the Hiss prosecution which led to the condemnation of 
Alger Hiss, president of the Carnegie Foundation for International Peace and 
ex-high official in the Department of State, in this book Chambers appears in 
the role of witness in an infinitely more important conflict than the treason 
trial; in that very conflict which opposes two dynamic ideologies: Freedom and 
communism, 

And Chambers is in a particularly strong position from which to bear wit- 
ness for he had been for 13 years an influential Communist, having even served 
as courier in a secret espionage network working for Russ 
capacity that he became acquainted with Alger Hiss, who handed over to him 
confidential documents from the files of the State Department. He was there 
fore able to denounce him to the authorities last year. 

But Chambers does not feel that the real conflict to which he is bearing wit- 
ness lies in a court of justice with all the usual trimmings of famous trial cases, 
the false witness, the double and triple identities, microfilms being ferried by 
secret foreign agents and traitors. Chambers’ contention is that the true and 
important conflict of our times lies in the souls of men, for it involves all the 
principles, all the standards of value by which we live. Values at the same 
time religious, moral, intellectual, social, political, and economic. 

It is for this reason no doubt that critics estimate that Witness is to be 
considered a book of truly lasting value. In it Chambers tells of his personal 


i It was in this 
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struggle with the forces of evil, in this case communism, of his successful 
strug to shake off the yoke that bound him. And this, through the power 
of faith he found faith in absolute freedom. 

He writes further that freedom is a basic need of the soul of man and that 
religion and freedom are indivisible, and he states that all true Communists 
who break with the party must go through a profound religious crisis in their 
eins 

Communism triumphs, according to Chambers, when man, in the name of 
the intellect, forsakes God and he adds that those who come out of the party 
ure poor witnesses because they are witnesses against something and not for 
something. 





Exuisit No, 13 


EXCERPT FROM TESTIMONY OF FEBRUARY 14, 1953, SENATE PERMANENT 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS 


Mr. Coun. Will you tell us briefly what Mr. Matthews said to you? 

Miss LENKeITH. He told us briefly that he was contemplating some day leaving 
the Voice of America and devoting himself to forming in Rockland County in an 
old Dutch house a group dedicated to collective living, which would embody the 
good aspects of Marxism, which anticommunism and communism had neglected, 
collective living, and he asked me whether I would join the group. He said the 
children would be brought up together. I, being interviewed by my employer in 
my first appearance at the office, said I had no children. He said that could be 
arranged. So Isaid I had no husband. He said that didn’t matter. That could 


be worked out. And later he added—well, I was curious why he wanted me, 
having just met me. Anyway I asked him what kind of people he wanted to 
bring there. I was a little bit sort of stunned And he told me, he said, “Well, 


people who have no dogmatic religious beliefs.’ 


Exnureir No. 14 


NATIONAL BUREAU OF STANDARDS, 
CENTRAL RADIO PROPAGATION LABORATORY, 
February 26, 1953. 


COMPARATIVE Stupy oF RAapro TRANSMISSION PATHS FROM SEATTILE, SAN 
FRANCISCO, AND SAN DIrco to PEIPING, CHINA 


This report presents a comparative study of radio propagation paths to Peiping, 
China, originating in Seattle, San Francisco, and San Diego in the United 
States. In general the problem is to determine the power required at each of the 
transmission sites to override 90 percent of the atmospheric radio noise (static) 
at Peiping and give satisfactory broadcast quality of reception. This study 
employed the cost recent information available in the Central Radio Propaga- 
tion Laboratory of the National Bureau of Standards, in addition to standard 
procedures for such calculations which have already been published. 

Due consideration has been given to variations in radio propagation condi- 
tions with season, time of day, and stage of sunspot cycle. The study was made 
for the epoch of sunspot minimum and is applicable for the next several years. 
Revision of the study will be necessary for application at times of high sunspot 
numbers. Seasonal fluctuations are taken care of by applying the study for the 
typical months of June, September, and December. 

Since propagation conditions vary from day to day within 1 months, the study 
has sought to ascertain the minimum power required at the various sites to de- 
liver a satisfactory signal during these months on the best 10 percent of the days, 
the best 50 percent of the days, and the best 90 percent of the days. Occasionally, 
when propagation conditions are severely disturbed, no reasonable power at any 
of these sites will be able to deliver a satisfactory signal to the target area. 

Since the Seattle-Peiping path passes much closer to the auroral zone than 
either the San Francisco-Peiping or the San Diego-Peiping path, due account 
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must be taken of the auroral zone effects which g eatly increase the transmission 
loss in high latitudes. A map of the paths is shown in exhibit 1 


General conclusions can be drawn from the results so far obtained. To assure 
delivery of a satisfactory signal at a given time of the day on at least 10 percent 
of the days, a transmitter at Seattle would require about 5 times as much power 
as a transmitter at San Francisco or San Diego lo assure a satisfactory signal 
for a given time of the day on at least 50 percent of the days a transmitter at 
Seattle would require about 15 times as much power as a transmitter at San 


I’rancisco or at San Diego. To deliver a satisfactory signal on at least 90 percent 
of the days at a given time of the day a transmitter located at Seattle would 
require about 50 times the power of a transmitter at San Francisco or at San 
Diego. San Francisco and San Diego do 1 possess any appreciable advantage 
with respect to each other. 

On about 5 or 10 days out of the year no satisfactory broadcast signal can be 
delivered to the target area from San Francisco or San Diego, using transmit 
of reasonable power. Such days will occur about twice as frequently for the 
Seattle-Peiping path. It is further noted that because of the limited number of 
frequencies available for broadcasting, there are a certain few hours of the day 


t 


ers 











when no signal can be delivered from any the sites during the years under 
consideration in this report 

The above conclusions are supported by the attached exhibits Exhibits 2 to 
10 show the optimum frequencies which can be employed for propagation over 
the several paths at various times of the day during the three typical months, 
June, September, and December 

Exhibits 11 to 19 show the powers required at the three transmitter sites to 
deliver a suitable signal on at least 10 percent of the days, at least 50 percent of 
the days, and at least 90 percent of the days for the various months, assuming 
very eflicient transmitting antennas are used (20-decibel gain l'requencies on 
which the transmissions will be made were selected on the basis of the frequency 


study shown in exhibits 2 to 10, with due regard for frequency allocations made 
internationally for high-frequency broadcast purposes 

kixhibits 20 to 22 show the hours of the day at which satisfactory signals will 
be delivered on at least 10 percent of the days, on at least 50 percent of the days, 
and on at least 90 percent of the days for various transmitter powers at the 3 
sites. All of the above curves ure based pon 


Increasing the power of the transmitter increases the quality of the reception 
i . 


minimum broadcast standards, 


and the ease with which reception can be accomplished. This is particularly 
significant if it is necessary to overcome jamming. Under these conditions, the 
signal should considerably exceed that equired for satisfactory broadcast 


reception. 


lor comparison purposes corresponding data are presente d in exhibits 23 to 
28 in which no allowance has been made for the auroral zone rhese show by 
comparison with the preceding e hibits that auroral effects re rious on the 
Seattle-Peiping path, but are of minor conseque! on the othe 
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